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———>—— - : 
_ TO-DAY THE NEW SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY LAW comes 
into force, and we shall shortly see in practice how it 
works. It would be useless, therefore, to speculate fur- 
ther at present upon a matter which we shall soon be 
able to test in the best of all ways, by experience. But 

‘how it is expected to work by at least one class interested, 
‘mamely, candidates for the honours of bankruptcy, is 

|plainenough. The dread of the new law has had a re- 

‘markable effect upon them, as will appear from a com- 

“parison of the number of bankruptcies gazetted during 

' the last month with the number gazetted during the cor- 

‘responding period of 1868. We give them in a tabular 
form :— 

Bankruptcies gazetted, 1868— 

December 1 London 39 Country 55 

4 27 66 

8 53 57 

11 37 69 

15 35 46 

18 49 42 

22 37 58 

25 50 62 

29 21 35 

Total... 348 490 

Total—838. 
Bankruptcies gazetted 1869— 
November 30 London 62 Country 82 
December 3 » o 89 
7 54 86 
135 
117 


10 56 
14 56 
17 96 112 
21 85 114 
24 100 92 
28 96 96 
Total... 687 923 
Cases from Manchester and Leeds in which 
from pressure of business it is not stated 
whether the bankrupt is to surrender in 
London or the country 
Total—1641. 

It thus appears that the bankruptcies gazetted during 
the last month have been very nearly twice as many 
as in the corresponding period of 1868. And were we 
able to give the result of last night’s Gazette, the last of 
the old year and of the old bankruptcy law, the contrast 
would probably be even stronger. 

Which of the changes, then, to be made by the new 
law has excited such a panic among the insolvent classes, 
and driven them in crowds into the bankruptcy court ? 
There can be little doubt about this, we think. From to- 
day no one can be made bankrupt upon his own petition, 
but only upon that of a creditor. It has been very 
generally feared, and we have always shared in the fear, 
that this chayge would be greater in name than in 
reality, that friendly creditors would be easily found, 
and collusive petitions easily procured. But the 
figures we have given are very encouraging. They show 





that the people best qualified to judge have, at least, some 
misgivings ox the subject. 





WE PUBLISH IN ANOTHER COLUMN a letter from Mr. 
Dawson, the attorney for the prosecution in the case of 
the Overend & Gurney directors, in which he complains 
of the comments in our last number upon a letter of his 
tothe Zimes. Together with his letter Mr. Dawson has 
sent us a statement which he requests us candidly to 
peruse. We have candidly perused it, and we are totally 
at a loss to see what it has to do with the subject of our 
remarks, Our remarks were, in substance, to the effect 
that a letter of his to the Zimes, in which he pointed out 
that in the 7imes’ report of the trial the name of Mr. 
Yelverton, one of the prosecuting counsel, had been 
omitted, and went on to say that Mr. Yelverton had most 
assiduously attended to his instructions throughout, but 
omitted to mention that Mr. Yelverton was his son, was 
an improper letter. Mr. Dawson’s statement contains a 
narrative of his connection with the case, of the relations 
between him and his ciient on the one hand and his 
counsel on the other, and the wrongs which he considers 
he has sustained from all parties. But he omits to show 
the connection between all this and the propriety or im- 
propriety of his letter to the Zimes. All we can say as 
to this statement is that if Mr. Dawson has any ground 
of complaint against either his client or his counsel, 
there are tribunals before which he can make his com- 
plaint heard. Andif he establishes his case before those 
tribunals he shall have our most cordial support, for, as 
he rightly says in his letter, the honour and privileges 
of the profession demand our impartial and jealous 
guardianship. 

As to Mr. Dawson’s letter, which we publish, the 
greater part of it seems to us to have no very defi- 
nite bearing upon the subject of the remarks of which 
he complains. But there are two tangible points in it. 
First, he objects to our applying the word “ puff ” to his 
letter to the Zimes. But if a letter to the Zimes by a 
father, a solicitor, praising the way in which his son, a 
barrister, has done his work, be not properly called a 
puff, we do not know whatis. Secondly, he says that “the 
principal worker (we suppose he means either himself 
or his sop) having been made a cat’s-paw of haz reaped 
neither praise nor profit.” That may be so; but two 
wrongs do not make a right. And Mr. Daw:on’s letter 
to the Zimes was none the less a very improper one. 





THE CORONER’S INQUEST upon the body of the Welsh 
fasting girl, as she has been popularly styled, has ended 
in the committal of her father upon a charge of man- 
slaughter. It is said the Treasury have taken the 
matter into their own hands, and as the case is pend- 
ing we shall abstain from discussing its merits. But 
there can be no harm in indicating the kind of legal 
questions which must arise in such a case, and they are 
of rather a curious kind, bearing somewhat upon that 
most perplexed subject, the legal doctrines of causation. 

The parents of the girl, and apparently the girl herself, 
had long publicly maintained that she lived without 
food. This representation was naturally received with 
some incredulity, and at last a sort of vigilance com- 
mittee was formed to watch the case, with a staff of 
doctors and nurses acting in concert with them. The 
vigilance party, with the full consent ofthe girl’s father, 
took her entirely in charge, and kept a rigid watch and 
ward over her. They were most willing that she should 
have any amount of food, provided she or her father 
asked for it, but she should iuave none onthe sly. The 
father, and it would seem the girl herself as long as she 
was in acondition to exercise a choice, were determined 
not to ask for food; though they were quite anxious 
that food should be had, but only on the sly; and between 
the two parties the girl died. 

It is somewhat as if she had been lyingin a room with 
two doors, a front door and a back. A. locks the back 
door, but would admit any amount of food by thefront. B. 
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Bars the front door, but tries his best to smuggle food in by 
the back. Between them the patient dies. Who killed 
her, A. who locked the back door, or B. who barred the 

ont? Ifthatwere all, it would be difficult to say, 
eee either did so singly. And, therefore, so far, 
the jury were probably right in acquitting the doctors, 
pprses, and the rest of any criminal liability. But in 
the actual case B., who represents the father, not only 
barred the front door, but was also a consenting party to 
the locking of the back, trusting, it would seem, to his 
own ingenuity to evade the vigilance of his rivals and 
open the door on the sly. And upon this ground the 
jury may have been right in their finding against the 
father. 

There is another possible view of the case however. 
It may be said that both parties combined to carry on a 
contest of wits, a sort of game of chess, over the girl, 
which was from the first manifestly likely to result in 
her death, and which, in fact, it did do. If it be main- 
tainable that those concerned were upon this ground 
guilty of manslaughter, which we by no means say is the 
case, then it seems to follow that both parties to the 
contest are in the same position, and both or neither 
ought to be indicted. 





, THE DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE PUBLISHED a few 

days ago upon the Alabama question throws no very new 
light upon the questions of international law at issue 
between England and America. The most remarkable 
point about the correspondence is the contrast in tone, 
style, and manner of treatment between the two prin- 
cipal documents of the series, Mr. Fish’s despatch to 
+r. Motley and Lord Clarendon's memorandum in reply. 
Qne point in which that contrast is very marked is the 
thode in which each treats the lawyers, and the legal 
tribunals of the country of the other. Lord Clarendon 
in bis memorandum supports his position upon every 
question of Jaw on which he touches by constant re- 
ference to the authority of the most eminent living 
judges and jurists of America. Mr. Fish refers to English 
Tawyérs and law courts, we believe, but once, in the fol- 
owing graceful passage. After enumerating sundry 
alleged wrongs, some of which are matters that every 
student knows not to be offences against international 
law at all, though as to others there may be more doubt, 
he proceeds:— 

“ Ample proofs of the wrong committed were submitted 
to, the Queen’s Government. Indeed, these wrongs were 
ep¢n, notorious, perpetrated in the face of day, the subject 
of ‘debate and of boast even in the House of Commons. 
“The Queen’s Ministers excused themselves by alleged:de- 
fects im the municipal law of the country. Learned counsel 
either advised that the wrongs committed did not consti- 
tute violations of the municipal law, or else gave sanction 
te artful devices of deceit to cover up such violations of 
jaw. And, strange to say, the courts of England or of 
Scotland up to the very highest were occupied month after 
month with judicial niceties and technicalities of statute 
construction in this respect, while the Queen’s Government 
itself, including the omnipotent Parliament, which might 
have settled these questions in an hour by appropriate 
legislation, sat with folded arms as if unmindful of its in- 


ternational obligations, and suffered ship after ship to be | 


constructed in its ports to wage war on the United States.” 


Can it be that Mr. Fish has formed his idea of the 
judicial bench in England from what he has lately seen 
or read of the bench in New York, and his idea of the 
English bar from that section of the New York bar (we 
hope and believe a very small section) which has furnished 
of late some distinguished ornaments to the bench? Or 
is this after all but an example of the old maxim. ‘No 
case: abuse the plaintiff’s attorney.” 





IT 18 STATED by the Zimes that, in consequence of 
over-fatigue during the late winter circuit, Mr. Justice 
Lush has been ordered by his medical advisers to abstain 
from work for a short time. The regret which such an 


announcement would at any time have occasioned will | 











be very much increased by the fact that the Queen’s 
Bench is overburdened with business, and toiling in vain 
to overtake vast arrears, while at the same time the judi- 
cial staff of the court has, since the death of Mr, Justice 
Hayes, been quite short-handed. 





ANNUITIES UNDER WILLS. 

A devise of the rents and profits of land is a devise of 
the land (Doe d. Goldin v. Lakeman, 2 B. & Ad. 30), and, 
consequently, in wills made before the Wills Act, such a 
devise confers a life estate in the land, and in wills made 
since, the fee simple. Of course, however, in either case 
a different intention of the testator appearing by the 
context will have effect given to it. And as to personal 
estate, “ prima facie a gift of the produce of a fund isa 
gift of that fund in perpetuity, and is consequently a gift. 
of the fund itself, unless there is something upon the 
face of the will to show that such was not the intention” 
(Adamson v. Armitage, 19 Ves. 418). These are first 
principles. Where the gift is of an annuity, there is 
a prima facie rule which may be controlled by the evi- 
dence supplied by the context, but there is more scope for 
doubt as to the duration of the gift. 

The rule is, that when the will creates an annuity, a 
gift of that annuity simpliciter (i.e., a gift without speci- 
fying duration) is only a gift for the life of the donee; 
“There is a difference between an annuity existing at 
the time of the will and one created by it de novo.* If 
one gives by will an annuity not existing before to A., 
A. shall have it only for life” (Lord Hardwicke in Savory 
v. Dyer, Amb. 140, approved by Lord Cottenham in 
Blewitt v. Roberts, Cr. & Ph. 280). In Nichols v. Hawkes 
(1 W. R. 124,10 Ha. 343), it was argued that as to annui- 
ties payable out of the rents and profits of real estate, the: 
28th section of the Wills Act, enacting that a devise 
without words of limitation shall pass the fee, rendered 
it incumbent on the Court to construe such annuities as 
perpetual, unless the testator had clearly expressed the 
contrary. But the Vice-Chancellor held that the section 
does not apply to an annuity or rent-charge created de 
novo by the testator, and that therule laid down by Lord 
Hardwicke remained unaltered. 

To the above rule there is an exception where 
the gift is in effect a gift of the produce of a 
fund. The gift is there brought within the general 
rule applying toa gift of the income of personalty. 
In Lett v. Randall (9 W.R. 130, 2 De. G. F. & J. 388), 
Lord Westbury described this exception thus: ‘“‘To 
make an annuity created by will perpetual, there must be 
express words in the will so describing it, or the testator 
must by some language in the will indicate an intention 
to that effect. The most common indication is a direction 
by the testator to segregate and appropriate a portion of 
his property, from the interest or profits of which the an- 
nuity is to be paid. Where this is done, the annuity 
when mentioned in the will represents the corpus so 
appropriated, and, the corpus passing by the bequest of 
the annuity, the annuity may be said to be perpetual.” 

Thus in Rawlings v. Jennings (13 Ves. 89), a gift of 
“‘ £200 a-year, being part of the money I have in Bank 
security,’ was held a gift of a perpetual annuity. The 
principle here is, that where the testator has appropriated 
a particular property to the annuity, this is tantamount 
to giving the annuitant the produce of that property, and 
ao to giving him the property iteelf. In Kerr v. The Mid- 





* As to a gift of an annuity created by some previous in- 
strument, in most cases the terms in which the annuity was 
described in the gift would probably determine whether the 
testator meant the donee to take the whole or only a life ine 
terest : as a general principle, however, it seems reasonable 
to presume that the testator meant his donee to take the an- 
nuity for its utmost duration. To this effectis Gifford v. 
Goldsey (2 Vern. 35) (determined on the authority of a case 
in Roll. Abr. I, 831] where A. having devised to B. £20 
a-year out of the rent of a lease determinable on lives, and 
B, dying during the term, the annuity was held to continue 
to his executors. 
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dluesew Hospital (1W. R. 93,2 De G. M. & G. 583), Lord St. 
Leonard’s, L.C., said, “It is perfectly settled that if an 
annuity be given simpliciter, that is, to one generally, 
a life interest only passes. It is equally, I believe, undis- 
puted that if an annuity be directed to be provided out 
of the proceeds of property, or out of property generally, 
ifan annuity is to be brought into existence by the ap- 
plication of property, and that annuity is given to a party 
generally, he will take the property appropriated 
to purchase the annuity and therefore the annuity 
is purchased.” In such a case the annuitant may 
elect to take either the annuity when purchased, or 
the purchase-money in gross (Kerr v. Zhe Middlesex 
Hospital, ubi. sup.). In Hill v. Fotts (10 W. R. 439), 
the testator gave to A. all his property “ both landed and 
personal except £500 a-year which I give to B.” upon 
which Vice-Chancellor Wood said, “I cannot read this 
first gift as meaning anything else than ‘ except £500 
a-year produced by my property,’” and, consequently, 
held that the annuity to B. was a perpetual one. As to 


‘these cases in which the annuity is, as it were, carved 


out of or excepted from an absolute gift of an entire 
fund, it is, of course, possible that other portions of the 
same will may show that the exception was not intended 
to be for the purpose of an absolute gift. See Hvans v. 
Jones (2 Coll. 516), as explained by Vice-Chancellor Wood 
in Hill v. Potts (ubi. sup.). So in Wilsun v. Maddison (2 
Y. & C. C, C. 372), a direction to pay an annuity “ from 
the interest of my property in the Bank of England ” 
for the maintenance of certain persons, was held to be 
not a gift of part of the stock, but only of life annnities 
charged on the stock. And in Innes v. Mitchell (9 Ves. 
212), a gift of £200 a-year toa woman for the use of 
herself and her children, with a direction to the executors 
to invest £5,000 “in lieu thereof” “for her and their 
use, and to the longest liver of her and her children, sub- 
ject to an equal division of the interest while more than 
one of them are alive” was held to create only an 
annuity terminable at the death of the survivor. And 
in Wilson v. Maddison (2 Y. & C. C. C. 372), a direction 
to pay £30 a-year “ from the interest of my funded money 
in the Bank of England” “ for the maintenance” of a 
woman and her children, created an annuity only for the 
life of the parties and the longest liver of them. In Ross 
v. Borer (2 J. & H. 469), it was held by Vice-Chancellor 
Wood that a bare direction “to purchase an annuity in 
Government securities to the amount of £50 a-year for 
M.S.” conferred a perpetual annuity to be provided by 
an investment in so much Government securities as would 
bring in £50 a-year. 

In the often-cited case of Stokes v. Heron (12 
Cl. & F. 161), as interpreted by Lord Westbury 
in Lett v. Randall (ubi. sup.) the decision pro- 
ceeded on the ground of an appropriation of a requisite 
portion of personalty to form a fund for the payment of 
perpetual annuities. In Lett v. Randall, the direction 
was from all the testator’s realty and personalty to make 
upto his wife £1,200 a-year, including what she might 
be entitled to under her late father's will. Lord Westbury 
said that under these circumstances it was not possible 
for the trustees to segregate auy specific portion to an- 
swer this gift; and he, therefore, held the annuity to be 
one for life only. The general principle laid down by 
Lord Westbury in this case is indisputable, but his 
application to the particular circumstances of that case 
must be received with great caution. In the case of 
Stokes v. Heron the direction was to pay annuities of 
£100 each to several people, but in one case the annuity 
was to be only £100 a-year made up including “any 
property ’’ the annuitant “ might possess”; here all the 
annuities were held to be perpetual, and in that respect 
Stokes v, Heron and Lett v. Randall are inconsistent. 

An annuity will not be considered as perpetual merely 
because it may be charged upon the fee-simple of real estate 
(Mansergh v. Campbell, 7 W. R. 72,2 DeG. & J. 232). In 
Hedgesv. Harpur (2 De. G. & J. 129) a testator bequeathed 
£500 a year to each of his daughters, and after the death 


of each daughter he gave her share to her children, 
and directed that if any daughter should die without 
issue, that annuity should sink into the residue. Lords 
Justice Knight Bruce and Turner held, overruling Lord 
Langdale, that this implied an intention that each 
daughter’s annuity was not to cease unless she died with- 
out issue. 

But the rule that gift of an annuity simpliciter 
does not primd facie confer a perpetual annuity 
applies equally to the case where the annuity is given 
to A., and after his decease to B. Thus a simple be- 
quest of £100 a year to A. for life, and after his death to 
B., gives an annuity terminating on the death of the 
longest liver of A. and B. (Yates v. Maddan, 3 McN. & 
G. 532; Blewitt v. Roberts [ubi sup.]). The context, 
however, may show that a perpetual annuity was 
meant. (See Potter v. Baker, 13 Beav. 373, Pawson 
v. Pawson, 19 Beav. 146.) In the latter case the 
bequest was of £60 a year out of the testator’s Bank 
stock to F. P., with a direction that “this” should not 
be sold till after the death of the annuitant and his 
wife and the majority of his youngest child. The Master 
of the Rolls held that this latter direction was inconsis- 
tent with anything except an absolute annuity. 

It remains to notice the devolution of a perpetual an- 
nuity. A perpetual rent-charge or rent reserved, be it 
remembered, is real estate, and as such descends to the 
heir. Buta rent cannot be reserved upon a rent, so as 
to be real estate; ic. if A. gives to B. a perpetual rent- 
charge on land, and B. carves out of it a portion which 
he gives to C., C.’s interest will be personalty. Zarl 
Stafford v. Buckley (2 Ves. Sen., 177); and see Aubin 
v. Daly (4 B, & Ald. 67). But o mere annuity “is a 
thing very distinct from a rent-charge, with which it is 
very frequently confounded ; arent charge being a burden 
imposed upon and issuing out of lands; whereas an 
annuity is a yearly sum, chargeable only upon the person 
of the grantor ” (Blackstone). Yeta mere annuity, which 
is personal property, may be bequeathed so as to be de- 
scendible to the heirs; though it cannot be entailed 
| (Earl Staffordy. Buckley, ubi. sup.; Turner v. Turner, Amb. 
| 776). “There is no doubt, eaid Vice-Chancellor Shadwell 

in Taylor v. Martindale (12 Sim. 160), that an annuity, 
| though personal in its nature, may be granted to a wan 

and his heirs.” There are numerous cases in which per- 
sonalty has been bequeated to one and his heirs, and the 
Court has decided that the heir-at-law should take. Many 
such cases are cited in De Beauvoir v. De Beauvoir, 3 
H. L. 554. In that case the testator bequeathed 
property in the funds upon ultimate trusts for his own 
“right heirs for ever"; it was argued that the testator 
must have meant those who would take personal property 
—i.e., his next of kin, but the House of Lords thought 
otherwise. In Zaylor v. Martindale (ubi sup.) the gift was 
to A. B. “£50 a-year forever.” The Vice-Chancel'or after 
stating that “an annuity, when granted with words of 
inheritance, is descendible, but as to its security, Is per- 
sonal only,” continued—“ In this case, however, the 
testator has not used the words of inheritance; and it is 
not imperative on me to construe the words ‘ for ever,’ 
when used with reference to an annuity to signify 
‘heirs.’ In my opinion the question is, which construc- 
tion is most beneficial to the annuitant ; and it seems to 
me to be most beneficial to him that the gift should be 
construed as a gift to him and his executors.” We 
have cited at length these words of Vice-Chancellor 
Shadwell on account of a recent decision of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins. In Parsons v. Parsons (17 W. R. 
1005), the direction was to pay certain annuities to 
the testator’s children, ‘or their heirs respectively.” 
The Vice-Chancellor said that Taylor v. Martin- 
dale enabled him to give the annuities to the chil- 
dren’s next of kin, in accordance with what he be- 
lieved to be the testator’s meaning. The substituted 
gift to the “heirs” was, he said, a gift to those who 
could take under the name of “ heirs" —ie., the next of 








kin. It is very possible that this testator's intentions 
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were better effectuated by this decision than by giving 
the annuities to the * heirs,’ but the decision neverthe- 
less should not be relied on as a precedent. The case of 
Taylor v. Martindale itself rules that a bequest to “ heirs” 
gives the personalty to the heirs. The context may show 
that the testator meant ‘‘ next of kin,’ but the Court 
cannot presume that, unless the context does supply some 
evidence. And prima fucie “ heirs” must undoubtedly 
be taken to mean heirs. All that Zaylor v. Martindale 
decides is that “for ever” need not necessarily mean 
“heirs” and that if there is doubt the Court will take 
the most convenient construction. Vice+Chancellor 
Shadwell’s very words show that if the phrase before 
him had been “ heirs” his decision would have been re- 
verse of Vice-Chancellor Malins’ on the same phrase. 
This must not be confused with the case of a bequest to 
trustees, in which case a gift on trusts to trustees and 
their heirs, will, at any rate, in the absence of a very 
strong expression to the contrary, be held to vest the 
trust property in the trustees and their personal repre- 
sentatives (De Beauvoir v. De Beauvoir, ubi sup. at 
pp. 545—6). 
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THE SEPARATE TRADING OF MARRIED WOMEN. 


There are seven circumstances under which a married 
woman may carry on a trade or business. First, she may 
do so as the agent of her husband. ‘This is the most 
common form under which a married woman trades. 
The busicess, althougn carried on by her, and even in her 
own name, is in law the business of her husband. He 
takes, or is entitled to take, all profits, and is liable upon 
all contracts. Secondly, where the husband being civilly 
dead, the wife carries on business asa single woman. 
Thirdly, a married woman can carry on trade in her 
individual capacity within the City of London. Fourthly, 
a@ married woman may absent herself from her husband 
and carry on business without his permission or without his 
knowledge. In this case he is entitled to her earnings 
and to her stock in trade; but so long as he does not 
intermeddle with the business, he is not liable upon her 
contracts. Fifthly, a married woman deserted by her 
husband may obtain a protection order under 20 & 21 
Vict. c. 85,8. 21, and carry on a trade. She is then, in 
respect of that trade, exactly in the position of a single 
woman. Sixthly, she may carry on a trade in pursuance 
of an ante-nuptial agreement with her husband. 
Seventhly, she may carry on trade in pursuance of a 
post-nuptial agreement with her husband. It is the 
last three forms which we propose to discuss in the fol- 
lowing remarks. 

If a husband, before marriage, contracts with his in- 
tended wife or her trustees that she shall be allowed to 
carry on any business or trade on her own account, this 
contract will be good against him and hiscreditors, The 
profits of the business as well as anything purchased 
thereout, and also the stock in trade, will be the wife’s 
separate property in equity, although at law they are of 
course the property of the husband, and the only diffi- 
culty that can arise is from the reputed ownership 
clauses in the. Bankruptcy Acts in the event of the 
bankruptcy of the husband, if he is living in the house 
where the business is being carried on. The leading 
authority is the old case of Jarman vy. Wooiloton 
(6 Durnf. & E. 618). There by an ante-nuptial 
settlement the wife’s stock in trade, book debta, and 
effects were assigned to a trustee for her separate use, 
“to the intent that she might carry on her trade at her 
own risk and charges, and for her own separate use and 
benefit.” The wife, subsequent to the marriage, carried 
on the business in a house of which her husband paid 
the rent, and was at the expense of fitting up. The 
husband became bankrupt, and his assignees took pos- 
session of the stock in trade and furniture. The trustee 
brought an action to recover it. The jury found that 
the business was not carried on by the wife separately, 
and gave a verdict for the defendants for the stock, and 
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for the plaintiff for the furniture. The defendants. 
moved for a new trial but the rule was discharged, and 
Mr. Justice Buller said, “ I think the verdict bears rather 
hard upon the wife respecting the stock in trade. For the, 
weight of the evidence is, I think, against the defen. 
dants upon that point, and there is no pretence to say 
that there was fraud in any part of the case.” The in- 
ference then fairly is, that had the jury found that 
the wife was carrying on separate trade, the verdict 
would have been against the assignees in respect of the 
stock in trade as well as in respect of the furniture, 
This view is supported by the case of Haselinton v. Gill, 
cited in the case of Jarman v. Woolloton, If a husband, 
after marriage, agrees to permit his wife to carry ong 
separate trade, equity will give effect to the agreement, 
which will be good against him, but may be void against 
his creditors as a post-nuptial settlement. 

Whenever a wife carries on a separate trade by the 
permission of her husband two questions arise—first, 
in whose name—her own or her husband’s—ought she 
to contract: and second, what are the remedies of those 
with whom she contracts, in the event of a breach of 
contract. The only circumstance under which the first 


: question is practically important is with reference to 


bills and nots. There is no doubt that when a married. 
woman is carrying on a separate trade by the permission 
of her husband he is liable for her trade debts, although 
some eminent authorities have expressed an opinion that 
equity would confine the creditors to the assets of the 
trade. But, if property is vested in a trustee upon 
trust to permit a married woman to carry on business, 
Mr. Bright says, “it is presumed that the husband is ab- 
solved from all liability for debts contractedinit . . . 
for in such a case the wife is the agent, not of the hus- 
band, but of the trustee; the debts, therefore, are those 
of the trustee, and, since he is legally entitled ‘to the 
profits, he is legally responsible for the debts of his agent 
(the wife) incurred in conducting it.”” But, assuming it 
to be a case in which the husband is liable, ought the 
wife to draw, accept, and endorse bills in her own name 
or in that of her husband? In Barlow vy. Bishop (1 
East, 432) a married woman carrying on a separate trade 
endorsed a note received by her to the plaintiff in her 
own name. It was held that the endorsement did not 
pass any interest to the indorsee. Lord Kenyon, how- 
ever, said that, ‘as he permitted her to carry on trade 
on her own account, and this was a transaction in the 
course of that trade, if she had endorsed the note in the 
name of her husband, I am not prepared to say that that 
would not have availed; as many acts of this nature 
may be done by a power of attorney; and the jury might 
have presumed what was necessary in favour of any au- 
thority from her husband for this purpose.’ But in 
Cotes vy. Davis (1 Campbell, 485) Lord E .enborough said 
that “the husband may authorise the wi.. to indorse bills 
of exchange on promissory notes as his agent,” and, on 
its being objected that the indorsement ought to have 
been in the husband’s name, said that in that case it was 
fair to presume “ that the husband authorised her to en- 
dorse notes in the name by which she herself passed in 
the world.” From these two cases it may be gathered 
that the wife ought to use the name of her husband, but 
that, under certain circumstances, if she uses her own, it 
will be equally effectual, On the second point it is clear 
that, where a married woman is carrying on separate 
trade, anyone with whom she contracts has, irrespective 
of any claim upon her husband, a right in equity to go 
against the stock-in-trade and other separate property of 
that married woman. 

If a married woman who has been deserted by her 
husband obtains a protection: order, and carries on a 
business, as regard that business she is a feme sole. 
All the profits are hers at law as well as in equity, and 
she can sue, and be sued upon contracts entered into by 
her in reference to such trade. But supposing a married 
woman carrying on a trade, where her husband had de- 
serted her, believing him to be dead, does not obtain @ 
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protection order, or supposing she is compelled to leave 
him on account of his violence and does not obtain a judi- 
cial separation are the profits of her business her separate 
estate, or can her husband appropriate them and claim 
everything purchased therewith? It is somewhat singular 
that all the treatises on the law of husband “and wife 
cite on this point but two cases Cecil v. Juwon (1 
Atkyns, 278), and Lamphi v. Creed (8 Ves. 599). The 
first of these cases was as follows:—Emanuel Juxon left 
his wife Mary and two children and went abroad and 
did not see or send to them for fourteen years. Mary 
Juxon’s mother thereupon lent her certain goods to carry 
on the business of a milliner with, and subsequently gave 
her certain other goods. Mary Juxon saved £20 and lent 
it to certain borrowers, who executed a bond for the loan, 
hut made the bond payable to Emanuel Juxon. Emanuel 





Juxon shortly afterwards made forcible entry into Mary ; 
| ting the mere work of construction, and if they occurred 


Juxon’s house, and carried off certain goods. Thereupon 
the suit was instituted to obtain the amount of the bond 
and re-delivery of the goods. 
opinion that “ asthe desertion of the defendant Emanuel 
Juxon was fully proved, this Court would look upon any 





Sir Joseph Jekyll was of | 
' undoubted meaning.” 


thing acquired by the wife in his absence to subsist her- | 


self and family as her separate property and not liabie 
to the disposition of the husband when he should please 


that the plaintiff, Mary Juxon, is entitled to the goods 
that were in her possession, and also to the stock in her 
separate trade before the same were taken away by the 
defendant Emanuel Juxon for his separate use, and that 
she is also entitled to the bond and note.” 

In Lamphir v. Creed the married woman who was 
carrying on trade without the interference of her husband, 
who resided in a different part of the kingdom, purchased 


‘to come home and plunder her ; and, therefore, declared | 


alottery ticket and agreed with A. that half the purchase- | 


money should be treated as a loan to him, and that they 
should be jointly concerned in the adventure. It was 
held that the purchase-money belonged to the husband; 
and that, therefore, the produce was his also. 

The difference between the two cases consists in this— 
that in Cecil v. Juwon the wife was trading with pro- 
perty given to her by her relatives for that purpose, and 
the husband had deserted the wife, whereas in Lamphir 
v. Creed there was nothing to show that the separation 
was not purely voluntary, and the wife was not set up 
in trade independently of her husband. Whether the 
Court of Equity would now hold that a wife who, being 
compelled to leave her husband on account of his cruelty, 
sets upin business for herself, is or is not entitled to her 
earnings as her separate estate, has yet to be decided. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

LANDS CLAUSES AND RAILWaAys CLauses Acts, 1845 
—LAND INJURIOUSLY AFFECTED—VIBRATION AND 
NOISE—LAND NOT TAKEN BY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Hammersmith, &c., Railway Company v. Brand, 
H.L., 18 W. R. 12. 

The name and facts of this case are probably already 
familiar to most of our readers. It attracted a good 
deal of attention when first decided in the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, and again when it was before the Ex- 
chequer Chamber. It is now, however, finally deter- 
mined, and we noticed the decision as soon as it was 
given (13 S.J. 763). We, besides, noticed it more than 
once before that time, and during its progress towards 
the House of Lords. 

We will now only state briefly the point decided and 
the arguments on which the opinions of the judges and 
the decision of the House of Lords were based. 

The material facts were, shortly, that the plaintiff's 
house was injured by the vibration, noise, and smoke of 
the defendant’s railway. A jury summoned under the 
Lands Clauses Act estimated the injury inflicted by the 


vibration at £272. None of the plaintiff’s land had 
been taken by the defendants, nor was there any struc- 
tural injury caused or apprehended to his house, which 
had not been injuriously affected by the operations of 
the defendants guring the construction of their works. 
If the actual construction of the works for the railway 
had caused injury to the plaintiff’s house, the plaintiff 
would have been entitled to compensation. 

The point for decision depended upon the construction 
of the Railways and Lands Clauses Acts, 1845, and is 
shortly stated by Lush, J., to be, ‘‘did the Legislature 
intend to compensate for damage oscasioned by the 
‘making and using’ the railway, or for damage occa- 
sioned by the ‘making’ only apart from its use.” It 
was admitted in all the judgments that the words of the 
statute, giving compensation to landowners, “taken in 
their literal and primary sense, would be read as deno- 


in acontract between the company anda person who 
thereby undertook to make the line, this would be their 
The contention, of course, was 
that the scope and object of the statute showed that the 
words in question were not to be taken in their primary 
and literal sense, but in a more extended meaning. 
Willes, Keating, and Lush, JJ., and Pigott, B., assented 
to this contention for the plaintiff and gave their opinion 
in favour of his right to recover compensation for the 
damage done to his house. Blackburn, J., thought the 
plaintiff was not entitled to this compensation because 
“the onus lies on the plaintiff to show that the Legis- 
lature has given compensation, and I cannot find in the 
statute any language which to my mind expresses an 
intention to give compensatior for such aninjury.” The 
opinion of Bramwell, B., is somewhat different from thuse 
of the other judges. He thought that if the plaintiff 
had no right of action against the company for this 
vibration, &c., he was entitled to compensation under 
the statute. If, however, he could maintain such an 
action Bramwell, B., thought that the plaintiff was not 
entitled to such compensation, and that he should be 
left to his remedy by action alone. The question whether 
the plaintiff was entitled to maintain such an action de- 


' pended upon the authority of R. v. Pease (4 B. & Ad. 


30) and Vaughan v. Taff Vale Railway Company (8 W.R. 
549), which have decided that a railway company is not 
liable for damage caused by the working of the line, 
unless they have been guilty of negligence. They are 
not liable for the necessary consequences of working the 
railway. Bramwell, B., thinks that these cases should 
be overruled by the House of Lords, that it should be 


| held that the plaintiff in this case could maintain an 


action, and that he was not entitled to compensation 


| under the statute. 





Lords Chelmsford and Colonsay, Lord Uairns dissent- 
ing, held that the plaintiff was not entitled to the com- 
pensation claimed, and reversed the judgment of the Ex- 
chequer Chamber. They also expressed their approval of 
the principle on which FR. v. Pease and Vaughan v. 
Taff Vale Railway Company was decided. This decision, 
therefore, follows the sound principle that the plain and 
ordinary meaning of the words of a statute is to be fol- 
lowed, and not the presumed intention of the Legislature, 
except so far as that intention can be gathered from the 
words themselves, 

The decision also in effect affirms the cases of R. v. 
Pease, and Vaughan v. Laff Vale Railway Company, and 
the rule is, therefore, now finally settled as faras it can 
be settled by judicial decision, that a landowner whose 
property isinjured by the ordinary and proper working 
of a railway can neither recover compensation under the 
Lands and Railways Clauses Acts, 1845, nor by action, 
This decision of the House of Lords, doubtless, inflicts a 
great hardship on the plaintiff, and many others in his 
position; but it is better that a remedy should be provided 
for such cases by legislation than that a statute should 
receive a construction contrary to the plain meaning of 
the words in which it is expressed. 
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EQUITY. 
BEQUESTS TO ERECT CHAPELS, INVOLVING THE 
ACQUISITION OF LAND, 
Re Watnough’s Trusts, V.C.M., 17 W. R. 959. 

An apparent difference of opinion between two branches 
of the courts as to the establishment of bequests of this 
character, induces us to call attention to this case. 
Where money is bequeathed to erect a building for any 
of the purposes that fall within the description of chari- 
table, the old rule was that the party eeeking to establish 
the bequest and take the case out of the Statute of 
Mortmain, had upon him the burden of showing that 
the testator intended the bequest not to be laid out in 
the purchase of land (Attorney-General v. Nash, 3 Bro. 
C. C. 588). Lord Brougham, indeed, once declared that 


a positive intention to exclude the purchase of land must | 


be found in the will (Gibiett v. Hobson, 3 M. & K, 517). 
All the early cases show that a direction to build im- 
plies a direction to acquire land for the purpose of build- 
ing, unless an intention to exclude the purchase of land 
be found in the will itself, extrinsic evidence being in- 
admissible. In other words, unless the testator points, 
by the terms of his will, to some land already in mort- 
main, a direction to acquire land for the purpose of 
building will be implied (Attorney-General v. Davies, 9 
Ves. 535). 

In Re Watnough’s Trusts, the Vice-Chancellor fol- 
lowed the current of the earlier authorities. There is, 
unquestionably, a tendency at the present day towards 
suffering encroachments on the provision of the Statute 
of Mortmain, and the recent decision of the Master of 
the Rolls, in Booth v. Carter (L. R. 3 Eq. 757), almost 
seems to have been pronounced in deference to this ten- 
dency. 
trustees of a particular chapel in C., to be applied to- 
wards the erection of a new chapel in C. The Master 
of the Rolls affirmed the validity of the bequest in a very 


shert judgment, on the ground that there was land | 


vested in the trustees at the date of the will upon which 
a new chapel could be built, though the evidence of this, 


resting as it must have done onextrinsic evidence, ought | 


hardly to have weighed with his Lordship in deciding the 
ease. So too, in Sewell v. Crewe-Read (L. R. 3 Eq. 60), the 
same learned judge upheld a naked bequest of money to 
be applied in building a parsonage house, where there was 
glebe land belonging to the living at the date of the will. 


We have always thought the decision in Dent v. Alleroft | 


(30 Beav. 335), rested on a narrow basis, where the bequest 
to build almshouses was held to exclude the Statute of 
Mortmain by reason of a direction that the application of 
the bequest was to be consistent with the laws then in 
force, there being no reference whatever to land already 
in mortmain as a site for the almshouses. We can- 
not think that the foregoing decisions are suffi- 
cient to shake the general principle established by 


a series of decisions, that a bequest to erect a building 


prima facie implies @ direction to acquire land for the 
purpose, and that the burden is upon the person claiming 
the bequest of showing from the will itself that thetestator 
did not mean that land should be acquired, but referred 
to land already in mortmain. 


RAILWAY COMPANIES AND THEIR CREDITORS, 
Griffiths y. Cambrian Railway Company, M.R.,17 W. RB. 
979, 

The exceptional protection which the Legislature has 
of late seen fit to extend to railway companies when 
unableto meet their engagements with their creditors, 
was extended to them not for the benefit of the companies, 
nor of their creditors, but of the general public, The 
same motives of public good which induce the Legisla- 
tare to confercompulsory powers of taking land on arail- 
way company, induce it when that company falls into 
difficulties to stay proceedings against it, to the injury, 
perhaps, of the private creditor, but to the gain of the 


In Booth vy. Carter, the bequest was to the | 


| public, who are interested in having the railway kept 
' open for their use. Hence, the provisions of the Rail- 
way Companies Act, 1867, which empowers the Court, 
after the filing of a scheme, to restrain any action against 
the company on sueh terms as the Court thinks fit, and 
stays execution or other process against the property of 
the company, after notice published of the filing of the 
scheme. The effect of these sections is to restrain pro- 
ceedings by outside creditors, or unpaid landownersduring 
the maturing of the scheme (2e Cambrian Railway Com- 
pany's Scheme, 16 W. R. 346), and renders it essential 
that they should obtain leave before issuing execution: 
Re Devon and Somerset Railway Company (17 W. R, 
133), though protection against a vendor's suit for specific 
performance cannot be obtained during that period, 
except on terms of submitting to a decree (Robertson vy, 
Wrevham, Mold, and Connah’s Quay Railway Company, 
| 17 W. R. 138). But a scheme is not binding on outside 
| creditors or unpaid Jandowners who have not, or a majority 
| of whose class have not, assented to it ; and it is essential 
| that the scheme should make reasonable provisions for 
the claims of creditors and landowners. In fact, where- 
ever a scheme contains a clause seriously affecting 
| outside creditors, the Court will require the consent of 
| every such outside creditor before it confirms the scheme 

(Re Bristol and North Somerset Railway Company, 16 
W. R. 1112, L. R. 6 Eq. 448). As regards debenture 
' creditors, on the other hand, the scheme, when assented 
| to in writing by three-fourths in value of them, is bind- 
ing on them all unless fraud be shown (fe Last and 

West Junction Railway Company, L, R. 8 Eq. 87). 

Section 36, the corresponding section of the Cambrian 
Railways Act, 1868, stays proceedings in respect of ante- 
| cedent liabilities until the 31st of July, 1873,unless with 
the leave of the Court of Chancery, and on such terms as 
the Court may impose. It may be worth while to 
| speculate in what cases the Court would give leave. Clearly 
| the Act is one which ought to be interpreted favourably 
to the creditor. In Griffiths v. Cambrian Railvay Com- 
pany, the motion was by an unpaid landowner who had 
obtained the usual decree for specific performance, for 
liberty to prosecute the suit by a sale of the land. So 
far as regards stopping a race between creditors, the 
operation of the section is salutary. But where a 
creditor has obtained a decree, ought he not to be allowed 
| by the Court to reap the fruits of it ? 

This was Lord Hatherley’s view when Vice-Chancellor, 
in Lte London Cotton Company (14 W. R. 275), where a 
| creditor who had sued out a writ of execution and placed 
it in the sheriff’s hands before the winding-up, obtained 
leave after the winding-up had commenced to put in 
force the execution, notwithstanding section 163 of the 
Companies Act, 1862. In the case before us Lord 
Romilly seems to have been of the same © inion, as leave 
to go on with the suit was given, And we venture to sub- 
mit that, under such circumstances, the plaintiff ought 
to find no obstacle in the way of a sale of the land. 





JUDGMENT-CREDITORS AND THE ACT TO AMEND THE 
LAW RELATING TO FUTURE JUDGMENTS, ke, (27 & 
28 Vict. c. 112.) 

Ex parte Padwick, M.R., 18 W. R. 8. 


The judgment-creditor’s right to obtain an order for 
sale of his debtor’s land (in the extended sense in which 
the word “land” is used in the Act), by petition ina 
summary way, extends only to such land as shall have 
been actually delivered in execution, There are many 
interests in land among those enumerated in 1 & 2 Vict. 
c. 110, 8, 1% which are incapable of actual delivery, and 
to which, therefore, the recent Act does not apply, An 
equitable interest in leasehold estate is one of these inte- 
rests. The petitioner, therefore, was without a remedy, 
inasmuch as the year had not expired since the entering 
up of the judgment so as to entitle him toa decree for 
sale under 1 & 2 Vict, c. 110, 8. 13; nor, as we have 





already seen, had he a right to petition the Court 
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ander the recent Act. The Master of the Rolls’ observa- 
tions on the case indicate sufficiently the chaotic state 
to which the law of judgments has been reduced. What 
actual delivery may be, as distinguished from delivery 
pur et simple, it is impossible even to surmise; but this at 
all events is clear, that the benefit of the summary 
remedy reaches only to interests in land such as are 
capable of delivery in execution, thus restricting very 
considerably the meaning of “ lands ” as defined in section 
2 of the Act. 

It will be remembered that in Re Cowbridge Ruilway 
Company (16 W. R. 506, L, R. 5 Eq. 413) it was decided 
that a judgment-creditor who has sued outa writ of 
elegit is not entitled to an order for sale upon petition 
where the lands have been already extended and delivered 
under a prior elegit. In this case, asin Hx parte Pad- 
wick, actual possession was treated as being a condition 
precedent to relief under the recent Act being obtained. 

Where actual possession cannot be obtained the creditor 
must still assert his equitable right by bill. See as to this 
Mitford on Pleading (p. 101), Smith v. Hurst (10 Ha. 
48.) The creditor in Re Cowbridge Railway Company 
after suing out his elegit should have filed a bill to 
redeem, and having thus got rid of the prior elegit, and 
acquired actual possession of the land, he might proceed 
by way of petition under the recent Act. 

The Act, therefore, does not enlarge the rights of judg- 
ment-creditors. All that it does is to assimilate the law 
affecting freeholds, copyholds, and leaseholds to that 
affecting purely personal estate, by requiring actual exe- 
cution before a petition for sale will lie. Where actual 
execution is impossible, the creditor is left to the re- 
medies which existed before the Act. 





| tives of the Crown.” 


The Master of the Rolls doubted whether on a strict | 


construction of the words actually delivered in execution 
the 13th section of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, had not been re- 
pealed. Butin Re Cowbridge Railway Company, Vice- 


Chancellor Wood said that it could not have been intended , 


that all the remedies given by 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 
should be swept away by a side wind. 








REVIEWS. 


Cases and Opinions on Constitutional Law and various points 
of English Jurisprudence, Collected and Digested from Ofi- 
cial and other Sources; with Notes. By WiLLIAM ForsyTH, 
M.A., Q.C. London: Stevens & Haynes. 1869. 

It has often been remarked that, whereas in America the 
official opinions given by successive Attorneys-General have 
been carefully collected and regularly published, in Eng- 
land the contrary rule has prevailed, and the opinions of 
the law officers have in general been even studiously con- 
cealed, and buried among the unsearched records of the 
various departments of the Government. Our readers will 
recollect that not very long ago a strong objection was made 
by the Government in office to the production of an opinion 
given by the law officers of the Crown several years pre- 
viously, but upon which they had been again called upon to 
act. Lhe rule that such opinions should not, except under 
special circumstances, be published at the time they are de- 
livered is probably a wise one. ‘The contrary practice 
would, we think, certainly tend to diminish the responsi- 
bility of the Ministry in office. And, of course, while ques- 
tions of delicacy are still pending, as, for instance, the A/a- 
bama question, much embarrassment might result from 
publishing the opinions of the law officers upon the various 
phases of the controversy. But when a certain time has 
elapsed no harm, but, on the contrary, much good, may be 
done by the publication of the deliberate opinions of great 
Jawyers upon great questions, Except, however, in the 
case of Chalmers’ ‘ Opinions of Eminent Lawyers,” no- 
thing of the kind has ever been attempted in any syste- 
miutic way in England. Mr. Forsyth has, therefore, met a 
real want in the present work, and has met it, on the whole, 
well. 

In estimating the merits of such a work as the present, 
the first point which we should like to be able to determine 
is the degree of judgment shown by the author in tho 
selection of his materials. As, however, we have, of course, no 





means of knowing what materials Mr. Forsyth had at his 
disposal, we can scarcely form an opinion upon the point; 
but of the materials which Mr. Forsyth has actually em- 
bodied in his book, no one can fail to see that they are of 
extremely unequal value. Some of the opinions here pub- 
lished are upon subjects of great importance, and tend to 
throw much light upon those subjects. Of others it may 
well be doubted whether they were worth publishing at all. 
The first chapter, for instance, contains opinions of eminent 
lawyers upon the subject of the “common and statute law 
applicable to the colonies,” and nearly all the opinions in 
this chapter are instructive as illustrating generai principles. 
The second chapter contains thirteen opinions on the 
‘*ecclesiastical law applicable to the colonies.” And while 
some of these opinions are undoubtedly instructive, pro- 
bably half of the number have to do solely with the con- 
struction of special statutes, so special as to throw no real 
light upon general principles of construction. The main 
sources of legal learning upon this subject are, of 
especially those 


course, the receutly adjudged cases, 
arising out of the contests in South Africa. 
These Mr. Forsyth has treated in the notes ap- 


pended to the chapter, and the consequence is that 
the text and the notes have no connection with one another, 
except in name. ‘The same inequality runs through the 
whole book ; indeed, some of the opinions printed are almost 
ridiculous in their triviality. For instance, on page 53, we 
find an opinion of Sir J. Dodson, Sir J. Campbell, and Sir 
R. M. Rolfe, to the effect that they see no objection toa cer- 
tain instrument which had been sent them, appointing a 
suffragan Bishop of Montreal. What the form of the in- 
strument was, or what the supposed objections to it, we are 
not informed. On page 161 we have two very remarkable 
opinions—remarkable, that is to say, in such a publication. 
The chapter in which they occur is “ On certain Preroga- 
The first of them is entitled ‘Opinion 
of Mr. Fane on the King’s right to Treasure Trove in the 
Bahamas, 1737.” In it he says, as to a case ‘‘ relating to 
sometreasure found at Providence, by oneof the inhabitants;” 
‘Tf no person can legally prove a property in the treasure 
found, it will be deemed the property of the Crown.”’ There 
is not another word. ‘The second opinion is headed 
“‘ Opinion of the Attorney-General, Sir Edward Northey, 
on the Queen's right to Royal Fish at New York, 1713.” 
The opinion is simply to the effect that in certain proceed- 


| ings between the Crown and some inhabitants of New York 


about the right to take whales, both sides had gone wrong 


| in their pleadings. There is no reason why these opinions 


should be published ; and the admission of such useless mat- 
ter is, in our judgment, the great fault of the book. 

We have said thus much as to the defect of Mr. 
Forsyth’s book ; but subject to this and a few other draw- 
backs, we can speak in very high praise of its merits. The 
opinions themselves contain matter of great weight, and 
which may prove of great utility. We would refer our 
readers in particular to some very valuable opinions on the 
subject of martial law and the power of courts-martial in 
chapter 6. The author has not encumbered these opinions 
with introductory narratives but has left them to speak for 
themselves; a practice which in general is attended with 
advantage, and never with any inconvenience, except in the 
case of one or two opinions which, as they stand, are scarcely 
intelligible, but whichinany case would not be very valuable. 
And the disquisitions in the form of notes appended to each 


chapter, though we cannot always agree with their conclu- 


sions, are admirably concise, and contain a great mass of 
useful matter iu a very convenient form. 





A Manual of Bankruptcy and Imprisonment for Dedt under the 
Bankrupicy and Debtors’ Acts, 1869, An Epitome of the 
Law under those statutes, with a Comparative Table showing 
the changes made by the new Acts. By Q@. Manty Weruer- 
FIELD, Solicitor, author of “ A Treatise on Composition 
Deeds,” “The County Court Acts, 186?7—9," “ County 
Court Reforms,” &c., &. Londen: Longman, Green, 
Reader, & Dyer, 1870. 

Mr. Wetherticld’s unpretending little work neither calls 
for, nor, indeed, admits of, any elaborate comment. It pro- 
fesses to do no more than arrange the sections of the new 
Acts, and oall attention to some of the more important 
changes which they introduce. The arrangement of the 
sections of the Act seems to us judicious, and the enumera- 
tion of changes in the law tolerably, though by no means 
absolutely, complete. We have no doubt that the book 
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will be found useful by those who are beginning their ac- 
quaintance with the Acts. After all, the most important part 
of all such books is the index, and Mr. Wetherfield’s index 
seems to have been carefully prepared. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Dec. 23.—Mr. Senior Commissioner Holroyd took his 
seat upon the bench to-day for the last time, and the fol- 
lowing addresses were delivered on the occasion. 

Mr. Bagley rose and said :—Mr. Senior Commissioner, I 
have reason to believe that this is the last occasion on which 
you will preside at a public sitting of this court, and I 
cannot regard your final departure from that seat which 
you have so Jong and so worthily occupied as an occurrence 
of an ordinary character. You will permit me on the part 
of the Bar to express our high appreciation of your great 
public services. 

You were appointed to the situation of a judge in this 
court so far back, I believe, as the year 1831, and you are, 
therefore, the oldest judge at this moment sitting on the 
bench of any court of justice in this country. 

In the course of that lengthened career you have been 
called upon, day after day, to decide upon very varied ques- 
tions of law and fact, in the whole range of both law and 
equity, and which have been constantly complicated with 
most important questions of fact. You have also had 
brought before you, in the first instance, before they were 
subjected to the consideration of any other courts, various 
Acts of Parliament, not always framed with the greatest 
perspicacity. In the discharge of those arduous and im- 
portant duties you have displayed an unceasing devotion to 
the performance of your duty, and you have also displayed 
indefatigable industry and exemplary patience. The result 
hasbeen that your judicial decisions have always com- 
manded respect, and generally obtained approval. On be- 
half of the branch of the profession to which I belong, and 
if I did not see that the other branch of the profession was 
here distinctly and ably represented, I might say on the 
part of the whole profession of the law, I express a grate- 
ful sense of the kindness, forbearance, and courtesy we have 
ulways received from you, Desirous as you have been that 
right and justice should prevail, I may say that we, none of 
us can recall that you ever uttered a word inflicting pain or 
giving offence to anyone who has practised before you. 
Under these circumstances, it is impossible that we can 
contemplate the severance of our professional relations with 
you without regret; but we beg to assure you that you take 
with you our best wishes, and our earnest wishes that you 
may have, in your well-earned retirement, health and hap- 
piness. With these observations, which I thank you for 
allowing me the opportunity of making on the part of the 
Bar, I respectfully bid you farewell. 

Mr. Lawrance said:—Your Honour, on behalf of that 
large and influential branch of the profession to which I 
have the honour to belong, and to whom my friend, Mr. 
Bagley has adverted, you will, I am sure, pardon me for 
saying a few words in addition to those which he has so 
gracefully and emphatically uttered. I could not discharge 
the duty I owe to myself, and certainly not to my brother 
professional men, if I did not coincide in every word my 
learned friend has said. Brought, as solicitors are, into 
more direct, and more constant relations with “all sorts 
and conditions of men,” you can readily understand they 
have a more extended opportunity than the Bar have, of 
knowing their feelings with respect to a learned judge who, 
for a period of nearly forty years has presided over what I 
may be permitted still to term one of the most important 


words in that most important particular, that no advocate, 
be he counsel or solicitor ; no suitor, be he creditor or bank. 
rupt, can recall to his mind one single harsh or unkind 
word, nay, not a single impatient gesture. (Hear, hear.) 
Although deeply regretting what I may almost call your 
enforced retirement, for I believe that but for legislative 
interference, we might still have had you here for some 
years longer, and deeply deploring your retirement, I can. 
not but adopt my friend’s language and wish you every 
happiness in your retirement. The words of Shakespeare 
may be fitly quoted here. You have that 

“‘ Which should accompany old age, 

As Honour, Love, Obedience— 

Troops of friends.” 

The Commissioner,—Mr. Bagley and gentlemen of the 
bar, Mr. Lawrance and the solicitors of the court, I most 
heartily thank you for this kind expression of feeling. It is 
very gratifying to me to receive such a testimonial from a 
body of gentlemen so competent to form an opinion of me. 
I am sensible, however, that my friends, Mr. Bagley and 
Mr. Lawrance, have commended me very much beyond my 
real merits. I can only claim credit for an earnest en- 
deavour, during a somewhat lengthened term of service asa 
Commissioner of the Court of Bankruptcy—namely, thirty- 
eight years, to do my duty and administer the law justly 
and impartially. IfI have in this succeeded, I have my 
reward ; but I cannot retire from the scene of my labonrs 
without acknowledging the obligations I am under, not 
only to my brother Commissioners, the members of the Bar 
and the solicitors practising in this court, but also to the 
registrars and other officers of the court, not forgetting the 
solicitor’s clerks, by whom a great deal of the chamber 
practice is efficiently done; I therefore have to express my 
obligation to those different persons for the valuable assist- 
ance which I have, from time to time, received in disposing 
of the business brought before me. Though our profes- 
sional relations, as has been observed by Mr. Bagley, may 
speedily be severed, I shall often advert to them with plea- 
sure, and shallcontinue to take a deep interest in the 
administration of the law, to which I have devoted so many 
of the best years of my life. And now, [ bid you all fare- 
well, with best wishes for your health and happiness, and 
uninterrupted success in your professions, 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Russet Gotz, of Lime-street, City, has been appointed 
a London Commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery. 

Mr. Joun Warxins Jounstone, of Stockport, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner to adminster ouths in the High 
Court of Chancery in England. 





Mr. Aurrep Smiru, of the firm of Messrs. Harrison & 
Smith, solicitors, of Wakefield, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 

Mr. Joun Warson, solicitor, of Durham, and Deputy 
Clerk of the Peace for the county, has been elected Clerk 
to the Magistrates of the Durham division, in the room of 
Mr. J. W. Hays, resigned. Mr. Watson was admitted to 
practise as an attorney in the County Palatine of Durham 
in January, 1855, but received a more general certificate 
in Michaelmas Term, 1860. He holds several local offices 
in Durham, among which may be enumerated that of Clerk 
to the Justices for the Western Division and Clerk to the 
Committee of Visitors of the County Lunatic Asvlum. He 
is also solicitor to the trustees of Spearman’s Charity and 
also to the governors of Sherburn Hospital. 


Mr. George Wit11am Bantow, solicitor, of Accrington, 





mercantile courts in the kingdom. (Hear, hear.) Forty 
years represent a very considerable portion of a man’s life, 
but forty years upon the judicial bench is almost without 
example. ‘Io speak of the purity and integrity of the 
b-nch, is merely to repeat words ‘‘ familiar in our mouths 
household words.” 3ut_ an instance in which  s0 
vast an amount of legal knowledge—stores accumulated 
during a series of years—stores I may almost say tradi- 
tionally derived from that learned judge, your father, whom 
1 remember in the Court of King’s Bench, and to see that 
vast amount of learning applied daily and hourly to cases 
often of the first magnitude, and often of slight importance, 
is indeed, a rare example of judicial patience, and judicial , 
perseverance. I may certainly echo the learned counsel's 


| Or anyone © 


Lancashire, has been appointed a Commissioner to adminis- 
ter oaths in the High Court of Chancery in England. 








With reference to O'Donovan Rossa’s election for Tipperary, 
the Freeman's Journal says:—“ Thursday, the 23rd of Decma- 
ber, was the last day for mea ae against the return of 
O'Donovan Rossa as member for py apg! No petition 
having been presented up to or on that day by Mr. Heron, Q.C., 

~ the election of O’Donovan Rossa can be dealt 
with by Parliament only. What course will be taken or 
result arrived at it is impossible to anticipate, but should Rossa 
be declared disqualified and his return vk it is stated that a new 
election must be held.” 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


JURISDICTION OF THE COUNTY COURTS. 


Sir,—The proposal which I am about to make with 
respect to the concurrent jurisdiction of the county courts, 
will, perhaps, startle some of your more timid readers ; 
for I would confer on those courts unlimited jurisdiction 
over ull legal disputes of whatever nature or amount, 
whether at common law, in equity, in maritime cases, or 
in bankruptcy. Ido not mean by this sweeping asser- 
tion that I would substitute the county court for the 
superior court as the tribunal of first instance in all cases 
—that isa radical change which I certainly do not recom- 
mend, though, as I shall hereafter have occasion to show, 
it seems to be hinted at as a possible contingency by the 
“advanced ”’ section of the Jurisdiction Commission. 
However, it is enough for me to state here, that I con- 
template no such legai revolution by my scheme; but I 
simply wish to give every plaintiff the option of com- 
mencing proceedings in the county court, if he or his 
degal adviser should consider that by so doing he could 
‘obtain justice at an earlier date, or at less inconvenience 
‘or cost, than by having recourse tc the superior court. 
In order to avoid the possibility of this rule operating 
prejudicially to the defendant’s interest, the superior 
‘Judges should be empowered, in every case of concurrent 
jurisdiction, to remove the proceedings into a higher 
court, at the defendant’s instance, provided that his appli- 
cation be supported by an affidavit of merits and an 
offer of security for costs, and by proof that the case 
was a proper one, either to be tried by a special jury or 
to be conducted by leading counsel, or that it involved 
difficult questions of law, or was on any other special 
ground unfit to be disposed of by an inferior tribunal. 
(See 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, 8.90; 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, ss. 
38—44; 28 & 29 Vict.c. 99,8. 3; and 31 & 32 Vict. c. 


71,8. 6.) Now, I cannot imagine what sensible objection | 


can be urged against the plan here proposed, if it be 
only correctly understood and carefully considered. The 
plaintiff, of course, cannot object toit, for it will continue 
a dead letter so far as he is concerned, unless he prefers 
the local court to Westminster Hall. Neither will the 
defendant have any just right to complain, for the plan 
affords him ample opportunity for protecting his in- 
terests. If it be contended that a man sued in a county 
court in respect of some important matter might not be 
aware of his power to have the proceedings transferred 
to a superior court, this objection, such as it is, may be 
fully met by inserting in the summons a special notice 
warning the defendant of his rights. If it be argued 
that county court judges cannot safely be entrusted 
with powers to determine questions which involve large 
amounts, the obvious answer is, first, that legal difficul- 
ties do not depend on the value of the stake, and that it 
is quite as easy to try a cause for £1,000 as for £5; 
next, that the jurisdiction contended for would, in prac- 
tice, be confined almost exclusively to simple cases ; and, 
lastly, that for years past the Courts have actually ex- 
ercised a jurisdiction almost equally extensive without 
any complaint being made against them. I allude here 
to the jurisdiction by consent, which is conferred on the 
courts by section 23 of the Act of 1856. That section 
enacts in substance, that the county courts may try any 
action at common law, “if both parties shall agree, by a 
memorandum signed by them or their respective attor- 
neys,” to give them jurisdiction. It may seem strange at 
first sight that, in the face of the above enactment, I 
should deem further legislation on the subject necessary. 
But the truth is, that although I have no fault to find 
with the extent of jurisdiction conferred, I have every 
fault to find with the mode of conferring it. When 
litigants are about to settle their disputes in a court of 
justice, they are neither of them in a frame of mind to 
consent to an amicable agreement in the shape of a 
wrttten and signed memorandum, It is only among 
what Lord Byron used to call “the champions of 








\ 











the fisty ring,’ that men shake hands before they 
begin a fray, and one is, therefore, not surprised to find 
from the statistical returns, that in the year 1868, 
thirty-three plaints, and in the year 1867, eleven 
plaints were all that were entered in the 521 county 
courts “by agreement above £50.” To understand these 
figures aright, it must be borne in mind that the county 
courts dispose of nearly a million of plaints in the 
course of a year, and that about 11,000 of that num- 
ber are entered for sums ranging from £20 to £50. A 
sudden fall in a popular court from 11,000 to 33 annual 
plaints is an event sufficiently striking to attract atten- 
tion ; and a law that can produce such a result is one 
which, prima facie at least, requires amendment. I con- 
tend that this law is, in fact, illusory. It has been tried 
for mary years, and it has utterly failed. Surely, then, 
Iam justified in advocating its immediate repeal, and 
the substitution of a more efficient rule in its place. Ex- 
perience has proved that to make the jurisdiction of the 
county courts dependent on the active consent of both 
litigants in a lawsuit, is a mere delusion ; and I, there- 
fore, submit with confidence that all which can be rea- 
sonably expected or required is, that the local tribunal 
shall not have jurisdiction unless the one party actively 
and the other passively consents, or a superior judge 
shall express an opinion that the case is fit to be dealt 
with by the county court. 

The adoption of such a rule as this would, I am per- 
suaded, be productive of very beneficial results. At pre—- 
sent the courts at Westminster are clogged to such an 
extent that it is often difficult, if not impossible, for the 
judges to get properly through the work before them. 
Some heavy causes are made remanets; some are 
burked by a forced compromise ; ‘ while others are 
handed over to different arbitrators on the back benches, 
who, enjoying ample leisure, and being paid by the 
“sitting,” have no pressure upon them to make either 
speedy or cheap awards. In many an important suit, 
therefore, the litigants have scant reason for satisfaction ; 
and what renders their position the more vexatious is, 
that, while they are being thus victimised in one form 
or other, the costly abilities of our great luminaries of 
the law are being constantly used up in trying causes 


| not a whit more difficult than the simplest plaints which 


come before the county courts. The golden rule of the 
satirist, “ Nec Deus intersit, nisi dignus vindice nodus,” 
is nowhere so systematically set at nought as in our 
courts of Nisi Prius; and the main object which I have 
in view is to palliate, if not to remedy, the evils which 
arise from thus disregarding a maxim founded on com- 
mon sense. Only permit plaintiffs to have recourse to 
the county court without limit as to the amount of the 
claim, and a large proportion of the ordinary actions for 
goods sold and delivered, for money lent, and for work 
and labour, would soon cease to block up the current of 
justice at Westminster, and the judges would gain com- 
parative leisure to unravel “the weightier matters of 
the law.” 

But it is not only with respect to causes which actually 
come to trial, that an increase of jurisdiction in county 
courts would operate beneficially. Take, for example, 
“The Summary Procedure on Bills of Exchange Act, 
1855,” which we owe to the enlightened advocacy of 
Mr. Justice Keating. This Act, in section 9, empowers 
her Majesty, by Order in Council, to extend to other than 
the superior courts the salutary provisions of the statute, 
and consequently they have been extended to the county 
courts, But how? Merely by directing that such courts 
shall deal with bills and notes, ‘‘ where the plaintiff 
claims a sum not exceeding £50.” What object can 
be gained by this limitation of the jurisdiction ? In 
actions on negotiable instruments, not one per cent. of 
the number is capable of defence. Then why should 
not the holder of a note for £100 or £1,000 enjoy 
the same facilities for obtaining judgment and execu- 
tion as the holder of a note for £50. In the one case 
the plaintiff, who perhaps lives in Manchester or Bristol 
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has simply to proceed to the county court, take out a 
piaint, and pay the summons fee, when an officer of the 
court will henceforth do the needful. In the other he 
has, almost of necessity, to apply to his solicitor, who 
must apply, in turn, to his London agent, and every 
step will be taken by or through the one or the other 
or both of these expensive middle-men. The result of 
such circumlocution is a clear loss of time, of money, 
and of trouble, without any one corresponding benefit 
to balance these evils. 
A METROPOLITAN CounTY CouRT JUDGE. 





Stamps on Burtpine Leases. 

Sir,—The following is a copy of a notiee issued by the 
Board of Inland Revenue, on the 25th November last, on 
this subject :— 

‘«¢ The Commissioners consider that, in future, all building 
leases containing covenants to build, or in consideration of 
a house having been built, must, in addition to ad valorem 
duty on the rent, be chargeable with thirty-five shillings, 
as for ‘a separate lease in consideration of such covenants,’ 
the charge arising, as it is considered, under the latter part 
of the 16th section of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 83. 

“It is also considered that a lease containing a covenant 
to improve, and, if necessary, rebuild, &c., &c., is liable to 
that additional duty ‘as for a separate lease in consideration 
of such covenant.’” 

The Act referred to came into operation in October, 1854; 
a period of fifteen years has, therefore, been permitted to 
elapse, during which, according to the views now taken by 
the Commissioners, many thousands of leases must have 
been insufficiently stamped. That this is an entirely new 
light which has burst in upon the Commissioners is evi- 
denced by the fact that, in 1865, we applied to the board for 
an adjudication stamp on a lease in which the precise ques- 
tion arose, and obtained it without having to affix the thirty- 
five shilling stamp. 

The notice, it will be observed, only intimates that, in 
future, all leases containing covenants to build or improve 
should have a thirty-five shilling stamp in addition to the 
at valorem duty, but says nothing about the pas: ; it is to 
he hoped, therefore, that the Commissioners contemplate 
obtaining an Act to remedy the error into which they and 
the legal profession have fallen, if their view of the Act is 
correct. 

They, no doubt, however, feel that, before applying for 
an Act, it will be necessary to have a judicial decision upon 
the point, as the Court of Exchequer may possibly differ 
from them, as they have from their former selves, and it was 
probably with this view that they sounded the alarm by 
issuing the notice we have quoted. 

The question, therefore (assuming that some remedy will 
be applied as regards leases already executed), is not so im- 
portant as to the past as it is for the future, for, if the con- 
struction of the Board is correct, building operations, and 
especially of houses of an inferior class, will be greatly dis- 
couraged. An addition of thirty-five shillings to the expense 
of every lease would be felt by builders, whether in a large 
or small way, and particularly in cases in which a separate 
lease may be required for each house. 

An inflexible duty of thirty-five shillings would also be in 
a great majority of cases greatly out of proportion to the ad 
rolorem duty. In the case, for instance, of a building lease for 
ninety-nine years, reserving a ground rent of £10 (which 
is far above the average) the ad valorem duty would only 
be 6s, or within a fraction of one-sixth of the extra duty 
required. But the law, as now laid down by the Commis- 
sioners, not only applies to building leases but to all leases, 
however short the term containing covenants, which, in the 
opinion of the Stamp Office, may come within the category 
of **a further or other consideration” for the lease, so that 
a covenant to rebuild in case of fire, or even a covenant to 
paint, &e., every seven years or during the last year of a 
term, or a covenant to leave a farm in a certain state of 
cultivation, or to lay down arable land to pasture, or for 
other purposes arising out of any special arrangement be- 
tween the parties might come within the operation of the 
rule; indeed, as the consideration for all leases is either ex- 
pressed or implied to be the rent, and the covenants con- 
tained in the lease on the part of the lessee, it will be 
necessary in every case to look to the covenants themselves 
to ascertain whether they are of such a nature as to require 


the thirty-five shilling stamp in addition to the ad valorem 

duty, and as few solicitors will take upon themselves the 
responsibility of deciding what covenants bring each 
particular case within the rule and what do not, the result 
will be that they will either affix the thirty-five shilling 
stamp or incur the trouble and expense of obtaining adju- 
dication stamps, for be it observed an adjudication stamp 
ony applies to the particular deed to which it is affixed, and 
will not give validity to other leases, though containing pre- 
cisely the same provisions, in the event of the Commis- 
sioners putting an erroneous construction upon the law ap- 
plicable to the case. 

The question is so important, that it seems to us desirable 
that some combined measure should be adopted in order to 
obtain a judicial decision upon the point without delay, 
and with the ultimate view, if the decision should be un- 
favourable, of applying to Parliament for relief in the event, 
which we cannot anticipate, of her Majesty’s Government 
| omitting to bring forward a remedial measure; and also 
with the view, in case of any measure being brought for- 
ward, of promoting any amendments which may appear de- 
sirable. 








| 





A judicial decision could easily be obtained by presenting 
a lease containing covenants to build, for adjudication, and 
appealing to the Exchequer under the 13 & 14 Vict. c. 97, 
s- 15 from the decision of the board. ‘The expenses would 
not be heavy, and if a few landlords and builders interested 
in the question would agree to share them, they would fall 
very light when divided. The principal expense, indeed, 
would be the fees to counsel. 

We shall be happy to put ourselves in communication 
with any persons who will address us under cover to A. B. 
& Co., care of Mr. Anderson, Southam pton-buildings. 
Chancery-lane, London. A. B. & Co. 








Tue OvEREND AND GuRNEY PROSECUTIONS. 
Sir,—The publication of my letter to the Times in your 
columns last week, accompanied with criticisms of an in- 
jurious tendency, induces me to request your candid perusal 


| of the enclosed statement of facts, and to hope that you 


will, in the spirit of fair play, and in the interests of our 
common profession, absolve me in this week’s JourNatL from 
the charge so offensively prefixed to your comments. So 
far from any design of “ puffing ” actuating me, I withheld 
my name throughout the proceedings as conducting the 
prosecution, which there is every probability would have 
fallen through, to the scandal and reproach of our national 
credit and jurisprudence, if I had not responded to the call 
at the eleventh hour. 

I rely upon your candourand justice to make the amende 
honorable in your next impression, as it is too bad to have 
such invidious remarks made as a sequel to a matter of such 
public import, and in which the principal worker, having 
been made a cat’s-paw of, has reaped neither praise nor 
profit; while the honour and privileges of the profession 
demand your impartial and jealous guardianship. 

29th December, 1869. R. Dawson. 





A Fair Rino anp no Favour, 

Sir,—In seconding Mr. C. T. Saunders’s paper, published 
in your last week’s number, on the “union of the two 
branches of the profession,’ I would ask leave to point to 
the exclusive audience accorded to barristers at some of the 
criminal courts, and especially at quarter sessions, as illustrat- 
ing, ina superlative degree, the need for reform. Let me 
call in the aid of 

“That smoothed-faced gentleman, tickling commodity, 
The bias of the world.” 
and appeal to our governing class, the almighty ratepayers, 
and the present exceedingly-economical Government, not to 
permit any longer an expenditure of the county funds, in 
the shape of fees to counsel for the prosecution, where 
such an outlay is unnecessary. I am not alluding particu- 
larly to such a gigantic case as that of the Overend & Gur- 
ney prosecution, which Mr. Saunders thinks would have 
been better conducted by an attorney, but rather to the 
great bulk of small and trifling cases, in many of which the 
briefs (consisting merely of copies of the depositions) are 
made, each of them assisted by an enormous heading, to 
pretend to run over a single brief sheet. Do the —— 
know why so many guineas (plus clerks’ fees) have been 
kindly presented out of their pockets with these briefs ? 
Because, forsooth, an exercise of their generosity was re- 
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quired to provide a nursery for members of the bar, in 
whom, exclusively of attorneys, forensic talent 
“ Yet unborn, perhaps, 
Lay hidden, as the music of the moon - 
Sleeps in the plain eggs of the nightingale,”’ 
which required developement ! 

At a season when the already heavily-burdened farmer 
is threatened with further imposts for the necessary educa- 
tion of the poorest of the poor, it is worthy of his considera- 
tion whether he should not seek to remove the tax he pays 
towards the mental advancement of sons of noblemen and 
others—the wealthiest of the wealthy. 

Again, the exclusive system works hardly upon a prisoner 
in the matter of his defence who, but for the practice; might 
fairly have, through his attorney, for one guinea, that as- 
sistance which can now scarcely ever be afforded him, with 
decency, under £5, usually a prohibitory amount altogether. 
Surely that influence which attorneys are popularly sup- 
posed to possess in elections must be aloogether a myth, or 
they would, ere this, have climbed the barrier which, at 
present, “shuts them up,” a degraded race of mortals, in all 
the principal courts of justice. 


29th December, 1869. An ApvocaTE. 





Sir,—In the case of Baker v. Wait, corum Vice-Chancellor 
James, reported in the Weekly Reporter of the 25th inst., p. 
185, I observe that it appears to have been doubted, though 
not fully discussed nor decided, whether there was any power 
to administer interrogatories in an equity suit in the county 
court. I think there is, and succeeded about twelve months 
ago in so conyincing the registrar of the Liverpool County 
Court. The occasion was a suit for the administration of 
the trusts of an assignment for the benefit of creditors 
registered only under the 194th section, when I obtained 
ieave before the hearing to administer interrogatories to the 
defendant. The grounds for my application will suit equally 
an application to interrogate the plaintiff, and they are 
simply these :—1. The County Court Equitable Jurisdiction 
Act, and the rules made thereunder contain nothing to show 
that interrogatories and answers are intended to be avoided. 
2. Rule 80 of the County Court Common Law Rules of 
1867 contains provisions for enabling either party to inter- 
rogate the other party, and upon the necessary affidavit 
being made the granting an order appears to be compulsory 
on the registrar. 3. Rule 27 of the 23rd County Court 
Order in Equity 1867 says “ the rules, and forms, and prac- 
tice in actions in the county courts shall, subject to these 
orders, be adapted with reference to suits and proceedings 
in equity so far as they shall be respectively applicable.” 

The matter has not, I think, yet come under judicial 
decision, and as it is obvious that in many county court 
equity suits interrogatories would be of great service to the 
parties, perhaps you or some of your readers would like to 
state suggestions or experience on the subject. 

Liverpool, Dec. 27. J.J. ¥. 





Sir,—A short time ago appeared in a provincial paper a 
letter from a correspondent, I presume an “ accountant,” or 
some person of that description, coolly taking to task the 
judge of the local eounty court for not admitting account- 
ants, &c., to conduct cases in these courts on behalf of 
others, and impudently asserting that the doing so was in 
direct contravention of the law ; saying in effect, in sup- 
aa of his opinion, that the judges were obliged to allow a 

earing not only to barristers and attorneys but also to 

“any other persons.” 

_ I waited some time to see if any member of the profes- 
sion would take the trouble to give the writer of such an 
objectionable letter, the “setting down” which he so well 
deserved ; but, unfortunately, the only gentleman who at- 
tempted it was, as I think, about as little fitted for the task as 
he well could be, for he made bad worse, as you will see. 
Ho did not attack the letter in the spirit of contempt which 
was ee to it, but met it with quiet counter asser- 
tions, the chief one of which was, as I conceive, bad 
law; for as his greatest point he told the writer of the 
letter that unqualified persons were precluded from acting 
4s advocates in the county courts by virtue of the 35th see- 
tion of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73. 

Roused (perhaps foolishly) by the cause of the profession 
ae defended in such a lame way, I wrote a letter not so 
much to explain the law of advocacy in the county courts, 
48 to castigate “ accountants” and the whole tribe of sham 


lawyers, for their impudent assumption. In the course of 
my letter, though I did touch upon the question of “advo- 
eacy,” for I pointed out to the unprofessional correspon- 
dent that he must be either very ignorant or very disen- 
genuous to assert that unqualified persons had a right by 
law to appear in the county courts as advocates, when such 
law provided that leave of the judge must first be obtained, 
a provision which made all the difference between his bad 
law, and the real law on the point, I also said the profes- 
sional antagonist to the writer of the letter was a “ poor 
hand” at his work to quote the 6 & 7 Vict. in support of 
his opposite views, when that Act was passed years before 
the present county courts had an existence conferred upon 
them. 

This letter brought another from each of the persons I 
have named; the non-professional rudely persisting in 
saying unqualified persons had a right to appear in the 
county courts, and still impudently passing by the provision 
as to leave of the judge, which I had pointed out ; this was 
of no consequence as the kind of correspondent was evident, 
and it did not signify what he said. 

The professional correspondent, though, replied also, and 
will it be believed he on his part persisted in quoting 6 & 7 
Vict. c. 73. as applying to the present subject, and asa 
“clencher” referred the public in refutation of my views 
to the 36th section of that Act which he said mentioned 
the county courts ? 

Now, asin my ignorance I cannot conceive any member 
of the profession being so uninformed as not to know that 
the 36th section of 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, as well as the 35th, 
refers not to the present county courts but to the ancient 
county courts, co-existent with tbe constitution of the 
kingdom or nearly so, I should consider the persistence in 
such a line of argument to make me appear wrong a most 
detestable piece of Jesuitism, only I have lived long enough 
not to make too “ cocksure” of anything ; and I should be 
obliged to you, or any of your readers, if they will state in 
your journal whether, by any possible construction, the 
hag of the 35th or 36th section of the statute 6 &7 

ict. c. 73, with regard ‘‘to the court commonly called the 
county court” can possibly be brovght to bear on the right 
of advocacy in the present county courts. Docens. 

[Our correspondent’s view is clearly correct. The right 
to appear in the county courts has always been governed 
solely by the County Court Acts, formerly by section 91 of 
the County Courts Act, 1846, and now partly by it and 
partly by section 10 of the County Courts Act, 1£52. The 
persons entitled to appear are the party himself, the at- 
torney acting in the cause, a barrister, or, dy ‘eave of the 
judge, any other person allowed by the judge to appear instead of 
the party. If the person who claimed to appear in the case re- 
ferred to was a person attempting to act as an attorney and 
for payment, we think not only that the judge was not 
bound to hear him, but that under the statutes in force he 
had no right to do so. The meaning of the section appears 
to us to be that a suitor may Aire an advocate, who shall 
be either a barrister or the attorney in the cause, or if there 
be any reason why he should not hire an advocate, and he 
cannot appear in person, the judge may admit some other 
person to appear for him, an unpaid person being clearly 
meant. Section 91 of the County Courts Act, 1846, the very 
section which first introduced the “ any other person,” ex- 
pressly says, ‘‘ No person not being an attorney admitted, 
&c., shall be entitled to have or recover any sum of money for 
appearing or acting on behalf of any other person in the 
said court.’ This throws some light upon the kind of “ other 
persons” meant. They are certainly not unqualified per- 
sons attempting to practise as attorneys.—Eb. 8. J.] 











The issue of the new rales and orders is anxiously looked 
for, as the construction to be pieced upon various portions of 
the Act may greatly depend upon the rules and orders. It is 
expected that the Chief Judge (Mr. Commissioner Bacon) will 
take his seat in the new court of Lincoln’s-inn-fields in the 
course of a few weeks, and appeals will be heard before him. 
The arrears will probably be aed of by the registrars, and 








a great accumulation of old business will have to be worked off. 
A number of fresh cases have been fixed for hearing in May 
next, and it is supposed that the arrears cannot be got rid of 
in less thana year. The new business will be allotted to the 
Chief Judge, who will in all probability sit here on the Ist 
of January for the despatch of pending business, but early in 
the month sittings will be held in the court of Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. Commissioners Holroyd and Winslow will retire on full 





pay.—Standard, 
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FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 
AMERICA. 
Supreme Covrr. 
Hele v. Life Insurance Company. 

1. A custom among life iusurance companies to allow 
thirty days’ grace for the payment of premiums, notwithstand- 
ing a clause of forfeiture for non-payment on the day they 
become due exists inthe policy, is valid to interpret the contract, 
and may be proven by the iusured, 

2. Evidence that the practice of the company was to give 
notice of the time at which the premiums fell due, and that 
they omitted to do so on the occurrence of the default in ques- 


tion, or that they so dealt with the insured as to put her off 


her guard, is admissible as evidence, from which the jury may 
draw the conclusion that the insured was misled by the com- 
pany, the company cannot take advantage of a default which 
they have themselves contributed to or encouraged. 

Error to the District Court of Philadelphia. 

Opinion by THompson, C.J. 

The plaintiff below offered on the trial to prove a cus- 
tom among life iasurance companies to allow thirty days’ 
grace for payment of premiums due, even where a clause of 
forfeiture for non-payment at the day exists. The rejec- 
tion of the offer by the court forms the first bill of excep- 
tions and assignments of error to be considered in this 
case. 

It might have been a difficult thing to prove such a cus- 
tom, but that was not a good ground on which to refuse the 
offer. It was the plaintiff's right to prove it if she could, 
and we are to iake it, for the purposes of this investigation, 
that she could have proved it. Would it have been effectual 
proof for any purpose, had it been admitted ? 

We think it would, although generally a contract is the 
law of the transaction in which it exists, and is not to be 
affected by anything but its terms: that is to say, it cannot 
be abridged or enlarged in its scope by anything else; yet 
there are many cases in which its execution is materially 
controlled by usage or custom. A familiar instance are 
days of grace on commercial paper. By a custom grown 
into law, it is not due until the expiration of three days 
after it purports to be ; or rather the remedy is suspended 
against the parties for that period. So in agriculture, al- 
though the lease may fix the duration of the term, and 
when it is to end, yet the tenant by custom has rights on 
the premises after it is ended, to harvest and carry away, 
his share of what the custom calls the way-going crop. 6 
Bin. 295; 2S. & R. 14; Doug. 201 ; 1 Smith’s Lead. Cas. 
6th ed. 470. This custom seems to do more than control 
the remedy ; itin fact delays the contract. But no custom 


a solid foundation as law. There are customs which inter- 
pret marine contracts to the extent of apparent changes in 
them. In Peake’s Nisi Prius 43, in the case Charand v. 
Avgersteen, it was shown that by custom, a stipulation in a 
policy of insurance, that a vessel was to sail in October, 
meant that she was to sail between the 25th of the month 
and the Ist or 2nd of November. 

While a custom as a general rule may not be heard to 
affect the terms of a statute, nor a contract, to the extent of 
delaying or abridging the force of it, it may interpret either. 
Repp v. Palmer, 3 W. 178. 

The offer in this case was to control the generality of the 
clause of forfeiture in the policy in case of non-payment of 
premiums at the day, and to show that a forfeiture was not 
demandable at the day, nor at all, if paid within thirty 
days. If the plaintiff could have established this as a cus- 
tom, her case would on this point have been clear of diffi- 
culty, for the testimony was that she had tendered the 
premium for the non-payment of which the forfeiture was 
claimed once and perhaps twice within a month, after it 
was due by the terms of the policy. We do not know 
whether there is or is not such a custom. That is not our 
question at this time, the plaintiff offered to prove it, and the 
testimony should have been admitted in our opinion. ‘This 
error is therefore sustained. 

Besides this, we think there was evidence in the case for 
the jury on other aspects of it. Ifit was the psactice of the 
company to notify the plaintiff of the times her premiums 
were due and payable, and they omitted it on the occasion 
of this default, or if they so dealt with her as to induce a 
belief that the clause of forfeiture would not be insisted on 
in her case in case of a dereliction of payment at the day, 





| 


is more perfectly established, or more completely stands on | 





and it was declared that the only risk she ran in not paying 
at the precise time was death occurring in the interval of 
non-payment of over-due premiums, and thus put her off 
her guard, they ought not to be permitted to take advantage 
of a default which they may themselves have encouraged, 
That was an aspect of the case in proof, upon which the 
jury should have been allowed to pass. In transactions of 
this nature it is easy to mislead by a practice of liberality, 
if followed by one of entire strictness, and the only cure 
for this is the inquiry by the jury whether the party has 
been misled by the former. If so, it is a fraud upon her 
rights which ought to be condemned and redressed. The 
cases of Buckley v. The United States Insurance Company, 
18 Barb. 541, and Reese v. Insurance Company, 26 Barb, 
556, strongly sustain this view. In this manner a course of 
strictness may take place, and it is not to be doubted that 
the company may waive a positive compliance with the rules 
of insurance. 9 Casey, 397; 2 Wr. 250; 4 Ib. 311; 5 Ib. 
161 ;7 Ib. 250; 8 Ib. 259 ; 10 1b. 323. Forfeitures are odious 
in law, and are enforced only where there is the clearest 
evidence that that was what was meant by the stipulations 
of the parties. There must be no cast of management or 
trickery to estop the party into a forfeiture. If the strict- 
ness in this case was the result of a desire to wind up busi- 
ness, as we learn the company did, not long thereafter, and 
it was adopted to avoid a return of premiums, the least 
which could be said of it is, that it was a most discreditable 
transaction. We do not know how this was. At the same 
time it is singular that absolute strictness should berequiredin 
paying premiums, if the company had it in contemplation to 
cease insuring and to return the premiums to parties who had 
regularly paid them, as they would be obliged todo. ‘There 
is undoubtedly a comity at least extended to all insurers in 
regard to the matter of paying premiums. No company 
would be worthy to receive the countenance of the public, 
which should establish a practice that would for every little 
dereliction forfeit the policies of the insured, even if it had 
the power. : 

We think the learned judges erred in awarding a non-suit, 
as wellas in a rejecting the proffered testimony, and that 
the non-suit must be set aside and a procedendo awarded ; 
which is done accordingly. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. P. G. ELLISON. 

The Newcastle Chronicle reports the death of Mr. Peregrine 
George Ellison, a local solicitor, which took place at his 
residence there on the 13th December. Mr. Ellison was 
the senior member in point of standing in the legal pro- 
fession of Newcastle, having commenced to practise there 
in 1810, in Hilary Term of which year he was certificated 
as asolicitor. At the outset of his career he enjoyed a 
respectable though not extensive practice, and his high 
character won the confidence and respect of his clients. 
Being in easy circumstances Mr. Ellison did not latterly follow 
up his professional practice, but took an active share in con- 
tested elections, when his services were invariably secured 
as deputy-sheriff at one of the polling-booths. The deceased 
gentleman was one of the few surviving members of the 
volunteer corps formed in the early part of the present cen- 
tury during the height of the French war. Mr. Ellison was 
born on the 31st August, 1787, and had, therefore, attained 
his cighty-second year; he married, in 1818, Mary, 
daughter of Mr. Frederick Horn, by whom he leaves three 
children. One of his daughters is the widow of the late 
Mr. Henry William Fenwick, solicitor, of Newcastle. 

MR. WILLIAM BAINBRIDGE, J.P. 

We have to announce the death of Mr. William Bain- 
bridge, Barrister-at-Law, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, who 
expired on the 13th December, at his residence, Cliff House, 
Cullercotes, at the age of about sixty years. ‘The deceased 
gentlemen was the only son of Mr. William Bainbridge, 
senior partner of the firm of Messrs. Robert & William 
Bainbridge, old-established solicitors of Alston, in 
Northumberland, where the family is still represented by 
Mr. U. Bainbridge, the son of the senior member of the late 
firm. The late Mr. W. Bainbridge was educated at a 
north-country school, and having finished his studies at the 
University of Cambridge, he was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in November, 1838. He soon after joined 
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ee . 
the Northern Circuit, but confined himself, after making a 
few appearances at Quarter Sessions, to chamber practice as 
a conveyancing and real property lawyer, in which branch 
of the profession he acquired considerable celebrity. Mr. 
Bainbridge soon after published a book, which his local 
experience in the mining district of Alston peculiarly 

ualified him to write—namely, ‘‘A ‘Treatise on the Law 
of Mines and Minerals.” This work went through three 
editions, the last of which appeared about two years since. Mr. 
Bainbridge was possessed of considerable literary ability, 
and delivered a course of lectures at Newcastle on the 
Orusades, which were characterised by much dramatic power. 
He also wrote and published anonymously a novel, in three 
volumes, entitled ‘‘ Lionel Merval.” In 1857, on thecollapse of 
the Northumberland and Durham District Bank, he was 
one of the four gentlemen chosen to represent and watch 
the interests of the shareholders and creditors. About two 
years ago he was placed on the Commission of the Peace for 
the county of Northumberland, and was very regular in 
his attendance at the weekly petty sessions held at Tyne- 
mouth. He leaves a widow and young family. 











LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


—— 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
Hilary Term. 

The examiners appointed for the termediate examination 
of persons under articles of clerkship to attorneys have 
appointed Thursday, the 20th January, for the examination. 
Candidates for examination are to attend on that day at 
half-past nine in the forenoon, at the hall of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. The examination will commence at 
ten o’clock precisely, and close at four o’clock. 

Articles, &c., must be left with the secretary on or before 
Thursday, the 6th instant ; and, in case articles and testi- 
monials of service have been already deposited, they should 

‘be re-entered, the fee paid, and the answers completed on 
or before the 6th instant. 

Candidates applying to be examined under the 4th section 
ofthe Attorneys Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain copies 
of the further questions relating to the ten years’ service 
antecedent to the articles of clerkship ; and such questions, 
duly answered, must be left with the articles, &c., on or 
before the 6th instant. 

Fina Examination. 

The examiners appointed for the examination of persons 
applying to be admitted attorneys have appointed Tuesday, 
the 18th, and Wednesday, the 19th January, as the days for 
the examination. Candidates for examination are to attend 
on those days, at half-past nine in the forenoon of each day, 
at the hall of the Incorporated Law Society. The exami- 
nation will commence at ten o’cloek precisely, and close at 
four o’clock. 

Articles, &c,, must be left with the secretary on or before 
Monday, the 10th January. If the articles were executed 
after the lst January, 1861, the certificate of having passed 
the Intermediate Examination should be left at the same 
time; and, in case articles and testimonials of service have 
been already deposited, they should be re-entered, the fee 
paid, and the answers completed on or before the 10th 
instant. 

Candidates applying to be examined under the 4th section 
of the Attorneys Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain 
copies of the further questions relating to the ten years’ 
service antecedent to the articles of clerkship; and such 
questions, duly answered, must be left, with the articles, 
&c., on or before the 10th instant. 

Where the articles have not expired, but will expire 
during the term, or in the vacation following such term, 
the candidate may be examined conditionally; but the 
articles must be left on or before the 10th instant, and 
answers up to that time. 

On the first day of examination papers will be delivered 
to each candidate, containing questions to be answered in 
writing, classed under the several heads of--1. Preliminary ; 

2. Common and Statute Law, and Practice of the Courts ; 
3. Conveyancing. 

On the second day, further papers will be delivered to each 
candidate, containing questions to be answered in—4. Pre- 
liminary ; 5. Equity, and Practice of the Courts; 6. Bank- 





ruptcy, and Practice of the Courts; 7. Criminal Law, and 
Proceedings before Justices of the Peace. 

Each candidate is required to answer all the preliminary 
questions (Nos. 1 and 4) ; and also to answer in three of the 
other heads of inquiry—viz., Common Law, Conveyancing, 
and Equity. The examiners wi!l continue the practice of 
proposing questions in Bankruptcy and in Criminal Law 
and Proceedings before Justices of the Peace, in order that 
candidates who have given their attention to these subjects 
may have the advantage of answering such questions, and 
having the correctness of their answers in those depart- 
ments taken into consideration in summing up the merit 
of their general examination. 

Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction of 
the examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are not re- 
quired to leave replies to the further questions again. 





LECTURES AND LAW CLASSES AT THE INCOR. 
PORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Mr. H. W. Exrutiystonr, Lecturer and Reader on Con- 
veyancing and the Law of Real Property—Friday, January 
7, lecture, 6 to 7 p.m. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quoration, Dec, 31, 1869. 

(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 
8 per Cent. Consols, 924 ; Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Feb. 3, 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 92 -Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 2 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 32 Ditto, £500, Do —2 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. "94 Ditto, £100 & £200, — 2pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 43 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 236 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

India Stk.,10}p Ct.Apr.'74, — , Ind. Enf. Pr.,5pC.,Jan.’72 1054 
Ditto for Account | Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 Livy 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July, 80 112 xd) Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account,— _ | April,’64— BY 
Ditto 4 per Ceac., Oct. 88 1003x d) Do. Do ,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 1644 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — | Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 25 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 9i3| Ditto, ditto, under £!Uu0, 25 pm 


RAILWAY STOCK. 

























Shres. Railways. Paid, |Closing prices 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......cscccescescsssecsercesee! 100 | 76 
Stock | Caledonian.......s0+-+s+ 100 763 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western . 100 | 106 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock , 100 333 





Stock Do., Hast Anglian Stock, No. 2 .,.,.. 































Stock | Great NOrthe rn ...ccccccccosesceecsecsecees 109 
Stock | D0., A StOCK* ....cesceccrececeerseececescerees 100 1093 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland, 100 | 99 
Stock | Great Western—Uriginal .......escecccseeee) 100 | 58 
Stock; Do.,West Midland—Oxford... ......... | 100 35 
Stock D0., dO.—Ne@WPOPF .rcccorcoccesscccecseceeees, LUO | 33 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ..,..... idsveseceel CUO ‘a 
Stock } London, Brighton, and South Coast. luo | a7 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover.,,....... 100 |; 153 
Stock | Loadon and North-Western.,,... 100 | 1234 
Stock | Lundon and South-Western ,,.,..... 100 93 
tock} Manchester, Shettield, and Lincoln.. 100 53% 
STOCK | MOtrOPOLibAN......ceercecseceesreaceereee tue | 82 
SCOCK | Midland .....ccccccocresseccerceeeeeseee 100 123 
Stock Do., Birmingham and Derby +, 100 90 
Stock | North British ........... tees eneeeeees 100 354 
Stock | North London ....... 100 121 
Stuck | North Stattordshire. } duo} 61g 
Stock | South Devon .....0.... } lou | 44 
Stock | South-Eastern tou 7s$ 
ivod 156 


Stuce ‘Tat? Vale....... 


* A receives uo dividend until 6 per cant. nas been paid to B, 





Money MAarKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The demand for money, as is usual at the close of the year, 
has been fair throughout the week, somewhat greater than it 
was a short time back. But the supply is abundant; when the 
transactions incident to the close of the quarter are fully con- 
cluded, the demand is likely to slacken. 

The prices of public securities have ruled steady throughout 
the week, and this tirmness is fully maintained. In foreign 
stocks and in railway and other like investments there has been 
little to notice, last week's prices having been on the whole 
maintained. 


Hawitvar Criminats Act.—In order to carry out the pre- 
visions of the Habitual Criminals Act of last session, a circular 
has, we believe, been sent to the chief constables and other 
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chief police officers in England and Wales, directing them to 
send weekly to the registrar of habitual criminals a return of all 
criminals convicted during the previous week in their respective 
districts of any offence specified in the schedule of the Act. 
Prisoners under remand or committed for trial are not to be 
returned until their cases are finally disposed of by magistrates 
or judges. If any information is required respecting any 
suspicious person in custody, any particulars known at the 
Hat:tual Criminals Office will be immediately forwarded 
on application. In all cases of information or reference, the 
names and aliases and register number of the criminal are, if 
possible, to be stated. The following crimes, among others, are 
included in the list of those to which the Act is applicable: 
—Treason felony, shooting, stabbing, cutting and wounding 
with intent, manslaughter, child stealing, feloniously throwing 
over the person a corrosive fluid, burglary, breaking into 
dwelling-houses and stealing or intending to steal, breaking 
into shops, &c., highway robbery, assaults with intent to rob, 
church robbing, cattle stealing, horse stealing, sheep stealing, 
larceny, fraud, conspiracy, dog stealing, embezzlement, re- 
ceiving stolen goods, arson, forging, coining, uttering counter- 
feit coin, Juvenile Otfenders’ Acts, being at large under sen- 
tence of penal servitude, threatening by letter to extort money, 
&c., &c. This is a pretty good bill of fare, and there can be 
little doubt that if a correct list of gentlemen who indulge in 
these evil practices is kept by the police it will not improve the 
position of the foypmer, and will materially facilitate the opera- 
tiens of the latter.—Pall Mall Gazette. 

Hirary Term.—In the Queen’s Bench there are d4 new 
trial rules, 11 enlarged rules, and 38 special cases and demurrers. 
In the Common Pleas, 25 rules for new trials, 5 enlarged rules, 
1 case for judgment, 37 matters entered in the special paper, 
and 6 registration appeals. In the Exchequer there are 7 
errors and appeals, 1 rule in the peremptory paper, and 20 in 
the special paper ; whilst in the new trial list there are 4 for 
judgment, and 25 for arguments, 

The Police Committee of the Oxford Town Council have 
recommended that the salary of the magistrates’ clerk (which 
office has been rendered vacant by the demise of Mr. Henry 
Jacobs) should be £150 per annum, and that the judicial fees 
be paid over to the police fund. They have also proposed that 
the table of fees be revised, and submitted to the Secretary of 
State, and that the clerk be required to give his personal services, 
and not by deputy or clerk. 

The Waterford election petition will be tried before Baron 
Huzhes, at Waterford, on the 27th of January. 

Ngwsrapers.—The Italians led the way in the publication of 
newspapers, under the title of Gazettas; and the first English 
newspaper, of which there are many copies in the British 
Museum, was entitled “ The English Mercurie,’ published in 
the reign of Queen Elizabeth, and “imprinted at London by her 
highnesses printer, 1588.” : 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BARRETT—On Dec. 24, at the Grove Lodge, Siough, Bueks, the wtfe 
of Mr. Richard Henry Barrett, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

SMITH—On Dec. 23, at 2, Chester-square, the wife ot A. L. Smith, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

STRONG—On Dec, 24, at 17, Hanley-road,N., the wife of C. E. Strong, 
Eeq., of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

MARTEN+KENNETT—On Dec. 28, at St. Michael’s, Chester-square, 
Alfred George Marten, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple, 
to Patricia Werrington, danghter of the late Captain Vincent Frederick 
Kennett, of the Manor House, Dorchester-on-Thame, Oxfordshire. 

DeATHS. 

a seg ag Dec. 24, at Tynemouth, Alexander Clifford Crighton, 
bsq., Solicitor. 

ELDRIDGE—On Dec. 24, William Eldridge, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
Fern House, Heston, Middlesex, aged 67. 

< -* —On Dec. 16, at Dublin, Catherine, wife of the Lord Chief Baron 

ight. 

WILLIAMS—On Dee. 16, Robert Williams, Esq., Solicitor, Wrexham, 
aged 


Bevacrast.—Errs ® Cocoa.—Gaatercr and Comvrontina.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general favour - 
ite. The‘ Civil Service Gazette’’ remarks:—“ By a thorough know- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 
nutrition, and by a carefal application of the fine properties of well- 
selected coe, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately favoures beverage which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills,” 
Mate tingly with Wwiling water or milk. Sold only in tin-lined packets, 
latelied—Jaues Evvs & Co., Homeopathic Chemists, London.—(Apvt, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


CHinbing up of Hoint-Ztock Companies. 
Farwat, bec. 2A, 1669, 
Linirep tm Coamcent. 
Ceatral American Association (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for 
rehacing the casltel from £150,000 to £36,00), presented Dee 14, 
Liwhot & Co, Ot Winchester-st-bidgs, solicitors to the company. 





Hop Planters Joint Stock Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James 
has, by an order dated Aug 4, appointed Robert Palmer Harding, g, 
Old Jewry, to be official liquidator. 

One Wine Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an 
order dated Nov 29, appointed Henry Brown, 19, Craven-st, Strand, 
to be liquidator. 

Ryde Quay Company (Limited),—All shareholders or representativas of 
shareholders are to send written particulars of their claims to Henry 
Threlkeld Edwards, the official liquidator, 1, Tokenhouse-yd, on or 
before Jan 17. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Kent Mutual Assurance Society.—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an 
order dated Dec 20, ordered that the above society be wound up, 
Herbert, New-inn, Strand, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Medical, Invalid, and General Life Assurance Society.—- Vice-Chancellor 
James has, by an order dated Dec 18, ordered that the above society 
be wound up. Miller, Copthail-ct, solicitor for the petitioner. 


Tvespay, Dec, 23, 1869, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Fenton Park Iron and Coal Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James 
has, by an order dated Dec 23, ordered that the above company be 
wound up; and that Joseph Greenleaves, Manch, be appointed pro- 
visionally official liquidator. Sharp, Gresham-house, Old Broad-st, 
for Rowley & Co, Manch, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Matlock Old Bath Hydropathic Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
James has, by an order dated Dec 3, appointed Alfred Augustus James, 
1, Tokenhouse-yd, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, 
on er before Jan 24, to send their full names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 

New Westminster Mining Company (Limited).—Vice Chancellor Stuart 
has, by an order dated Dec ‘7, appointed Frederick Bertram Smart, 
86, Cheapside, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to the above. Monday, Feb 14, at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Sankey Brook Coal Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James has, 
by an order dated Dec 18, ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Flux & Co, East India-avenue, 
for Bateson & Co, Lpool, solicitors for the petitioners. 


Hriendlp Societies Bissoitveu. 
Frupay, Dec. 24, 1869. 
Faithful Sisters Friendly Society, Old Greyhound Inn, Carmarthen, 
Dec 16. 
Good Samaritan Friendly Society, Sherwood Inn, Sherwood, Notts, 
Dec 16. 


Creditors under Estates in Chaneery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
TuespaY, Dec. 28, 1869. 
Bennet, Rev Jas Thos, Cheveley, Cambridgeshire. Jan 21. 
Jackson, V.C. Malins. Pollock, Lincoln's-inn-fields, 
Birch-Wolfe, Rey Wm, Woodhall, Essex. Jan18, Birch v Birch-Wolfe, 
V.C. Malins. Wade, Furnival’s-inn. 
Brooks, Geo, Lawrence Pountney-lane, Drug Broker. Jan 10. Bowyer 
ev West, V.C. Stuart. Van Sindau & Co, King-st, Cheapside. 
Evans, John, Perthrees, Cardigan, Farmer. Jan 25. Evans v Evans, 
V.C. Stuart. Hughes, Aberystwith. 
Fox, Robt, Falconhurst Cowden, Kent, Esq. Jan 18. Weller v Hatherly, 
V.C. James, Clayton & Sons, Lancaster-pl, Strand. 
Hazell, Jas, Alfred-st, River-ter, Islington, Gent. Jan 24, 
Watts, V.C. James. Massey, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Lownds, John, Barrow-on-Humber, Lincolnshire, Gent, Jan 24. Lownds 
o Williams, V.C. James. Massey, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Johneock, Jas, Paradise-p!, Hackney,Gent. Jan2t, Lovesay v Parker, 
V.C. Malins. Clark, Dean’s-ct, st Paui’s-churchyard, 
Price, Jas, Lambeth-sq, Gent. Jan 14, Swan v Price, V.C. Malins. 
Mote, Walbrook. 
Robinson, Edward Innes, Victoria-st, Pimlico, Esq. Jan 24. Robinson 
» Robinson, M. R. Oliverson & Co, Fredericks-pl, Old Jewry. 
Robinson, Thos, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, Plasterer. Jan 15. Armitage 
v Robinson, V.C. James, Clough, Huddersfield, 
Spencer, Henry, Underleigh Oakhill, Somerset, Brewer. 
Spencer v Spencer, V.C. James. lower, Chancery-lane. 
Thomas, Wm, Boltons, Brompton, Esq. Feb 1, Re Thomas, V.C. Stuart. 
Kennedy, Chancery-lane. 
Warren, Ann Linzee, Newington-pl, Kennington, Widow. 
Knowles v Knowles, M. R. Chester, Newington Butts, 
West, Robt, Warfield, Berks, Yeoman. Jan 23. West v Ranson, V.C. 
Malins. Cave, Bracknell, 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Fatway, Dec. 24, 1469. 

Arrowsmith, Wm, New Bond-st, Tailor. Feb 1. 
Essex-st, Strand, 

Barrowciliff, Chas, Gringsley-on-the-Hill, Nottingham, Farmer, 
1, Newton & Jones, Kast lKetford, 

Corbishley, Jas, Ashborne, Derby, Superintendent of Police. 
Ooleman, Ashborne, 

Cordery, John, Devoashire-p|, Hampstead, 
Plaskitt, New-sq, Lincola’s-inn, 

Culshaw, Thos, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Haberdasher, 
Sianey. 

Fox, Geo, Falwood, Sheffield, Farmer, Fob ', Rodgers & Thomas. 

Gasooyne, Thos, Copalder, Cambridge, Farmer, Jan 31, Wise & 
Dawbarn, March. 

Grounds, Mary Ann, March, Cambridge, Widow, 
Dawbarn, March. 

Hannah, Vras, Covenham St Bartholomew, Lincoln, Farmer. 
Bell, Louth 

Imrie, Jas, Troon Cottage, Isleworth, Gent. 
Vallance, Envex-st, Strand. 


Bennet v 


Hazell v 


Jan 20, 


Jan 12. 


Vallance & Vallance, 
March 
Feb lt. 
Jan 31, Woodrootte & 


Feb4 


Jan 31, Wise & 
Feb 1. 


Feb 1. Vallance & 
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Jones. Richd, Victoria-st, St George’s-in-the-East, Victualler. Jan 25. 
Haycock, College- hill. 

Lazell, Madame Josephine Rose Louise, Blenkeim-st, Bond-st. Feb1. 
Vallance & Vallance, Essex-et. Strand. 


Lucas, Lucy, Louth, Lincoln, Widow. March 1. Allison, Louth. 


Midgiey, Wm, Stunstead, Lancashire, Gent. Feb1. Hartley & Carr, 
Colne. 
Orme, Jane, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Spinster. Feb 1. Brocklehurst & 


Wright, Macclesfield, 

Parkyns, Caroline Mary, Matlock, Derby, Spinster. Feb 28. Simpson 
& Co, Derby. 

Rivers, Sir Jas Fras, Bath,Baronet. Feb 10. Falkner & Inman, Bath. 

Shipley, Hy Wm, Nottingham, Gent. Feb 4. Perey & Co, Notting- 
ham. 

Stericker. John, York, Land Agent. Feb 1. 

Tyrreil, Timothy, Mile End-rd, Draper. Feb 1. 
“Cheapside. 

Walsl, Jas, Bolton, Lancashire, Flag Merchant. Jan 17. 
Dawson, olton-le-Moors. 

Wilson, Ann, Bridlington, York, Widow, March 20. Harland, Brid- 


Gray, York. 
Jones, Queen- st 


Edge & 


lington. 
Wilson, Edward, Stornea, Cambridge, Farmer. Jan 31. Wise & 
Dawbarn, March. 
TvueEspay, Dec. 28, 1869, 
Bright, Hy, Paper-bldgs, Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Jan3!. Wansey, 


Bristol, 


Dalten, Rev Hy, Hastings, Sussex. March 1. Paine & Layton, Gres- 
ham House. 
Harris, Geo Crozier, Caincross, Gent. Feb 12. Kearsey, Stroud. 


Horrer, Jonah, Redear, York, M. D. March 1. Thompson, jun, Mid- 
diesbrough. 

Hnot. Wm, Bradford, Wilts, Innkeeper. Jan 31, 
Bradford-on-Avon. 

Hunt, Eliz, Bradford, Wilts, Widow. Jan 31. Stone & Sparks, 
Bradford-on-Avon. 

Lumley, Leonard Raisbeck, Stockport, Durham. Feb 1. Dodds & 


Trotter, Stockton-on-Tees. 

Mumford, Saml, jun, Chobbam, Surrey, Gent. Feb1. Lovett, Guild- 
ford. 

Pettet, Edward, Lancaster-pl, Strand, Navy Agent. March 1. 
& Co, Austin-friars. 

Robinson, Collings, Cheltenham, Gloucester. March 1. 
Che'tenham. 


Stone & Sparks, 


Uptons 


Chesshyre, 


Shorrock, Jas, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. Jan 31. 
Kendall, Darwen. 
Smith. Maria, Cromer-st, Brunswick-sq, Widow. Jan 31. Myatt, 


Arthur-st East, King William-st, 


Meeds registered pursuant to Bankruytev Act, 1861. 
Fripay, Dec. 24, 1869. 
Aeock. Eliza. & Caroline Acock, New Cross-rd, Deptford, Haberdashers. 
Dec 18. Comp. Reg Dec 20. 
Amseow. Robt, Bolton, Lancashire, Draper. 
Dec 23, 
Ayles. Geo, Addie-st, Wood-st, Grocer. 
Bareznisky, Herman, Newington-butts, Tailor. 
Dec 22. 
Bates. Hy. Leicester, Trimmer. Dec 18. Comp. Reg Dec 23. 
Bennett, Wm, Chesterfield, Derby, Saddler, Nov 29. Asst. Reg 
Dec 21. 
Risse!], Wm, Perry Bar, Staffordshire. Dee 4. Comp. Reg Dee 22. 
Bo'd, Hy, Longton, Staffordshire, Step Manufacturer. Nov 30. Comp. 
Reg Dee 22, 
Bragg. Jas, Landport, Hants, Grocer. Nov 24. Asst. Reg Dec 22. 
Brereton, Thos, jun, Shavington-cum-Gresty, Cheshire, Builder. Dec 
18. Comp. Reg Dee 23. 
Bridger, Hy, Wembdon, Somerset, Musical Instr:ment Dealer. Dee 4. 
Comp, Reg Dee 23. 
Brown, Hy, Huddersfield, Yorks, Innkeeper. 
Dec 22. 
Bullock, Wm Edward, Arundel-st, Coventry-st, Leicester-sq, no occu- 
pation. Dee 20. Comp. Reg Dec 22. 
Burgess, Thos, Lower Seymour-st, Portman-sq, Builder. Nov 26. 
Asst. Reg Dec 24. 
Bushnell, Geo, Landport, Hants, Coachmaker. 
Dee 20 
Carr, Hy, Lpool, out of business. Nov 25. Asst. 
Chapman, Edward Wm, Lime-st, Licensed Lighterman. 
Reg Dee 21. 
Chapman, Wm Floyd, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Gent. Dec 10. Asst. 
Reg Dee 22, 
Chapman, Wm Hy, Tottenham, Builder. Dee 14. Asst. Reg Deo 21. 
Cherici, Mary, Stockton, Durham, Jeweller. Dec 6. Comp. Reg 
Dee 23. 
Clark, Robt, Portsmouth, Grocer. Dee 2l. Comp. Reg Dec 23. 
Conven, Wm, Walsall, Stafford, Boot Maker. Deo 3. Comp. Reg 
Dec 23, 
Crossdaloe, Hy, Whalley, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Dec 2. Comp. Reg 
Dee 2 
Crosby, Richa Wright, Unool, Painter. Deel. Asst, Reg Deo 23. 
Danson, Richd Shepherd, & Robt Jackson, Lpool, Provision Dealers. 
Dec 21. Comp. Reg Dee 23, 
Davies, Thos, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Grocer. 
Dee 23. 
Derrett, Geo, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Nov 26. Asst. Reg Dec 22. 
Drape, John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Draper, Deo. Asat. Reg Deo 24. 
Dugan, Thos, Landport, Hants, Stationer. Nov 18. Asst. Reg Deo 22. 
Durrans, Thos, Hightown-in-Liversedge, Yorks, Grocer, Nov 25, Comp, 
Reg Deo 22. 
Dyer, pew Jas, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. 
Jee 
Bilney, ‘Chas Phillips, Lpool, Comm Agent, 


Dec 4, Asst. Reg 


Dec 16. Comp. Reg Dee 22. 
Dec 17. Comp. Reg 


Nov 30. Comp. Reg 


Deo 13. Comp. Reg 


Reg Dee 22. 
Dec 8. Comp. 


Deo 18. Comp. Reg 


Dee 6. Comp. Reg 
Deo ®% Comp. Reg 


ite. Wan Tizard Flew, Southampton, Bookseller. Nov 17, Asst. 


Reg Dee 28, 


| Morley, Winham, Portsea, Grocer. 


— Fredk, Ossett, York, Dealer in Rags. Dec9. Asst. Reg 


ec 2 
Fenwick, John om Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Attorney-at-Law. 
July 31. Asst. Reg Dec 23. 
= Crow, Lpool, Provision Merchant. Dec 20. Comp. Reg 

ec 
Foreman, Jas, Breadsall, Derby, Farmer. Nov 30. Asst. Reg Dec 22. 
Frean, Thos Hender, & Thos ‘Berridge Duke, Lpool, Corn Merchants. 

Dec 14 Comp. Reg Dec 23. 
French, Thos, Southsea, Hants, Grocer. Dec 21. Comp. Reg Dec 23. 
Giggle. Hy. Wm Brooke, & Geo Teale, Ossett, York, Flock Manufac- 
turers. Nov 29. Asst. Reg Dec 23. 
Goddard, Felix, Southgate-rd, Wood-green, Grocer. Dee 14. 
Reg Dec 21. 
Goodwyn, Reason, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Attorney's Clerk. Dec 14. 
Asst. Reg Dec 23. 


Comp. 


Gould, Hy Caddell, Brighton, Sussex, Brewer. Dec 8. Inspectorshlp. 
Reg Dec 23. 
Grant, Geo, Wednesbury, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 21. Comp, Reg 


Dec 23. 
ba my John Woolley, Linthwaite, York, Grocer. Dec 7. Asst. Reg 
ec 2 

Greenhough, Wm, Manch, Grindery Ware Dealer. Dec 20. Comp. 

Reg Dec 24. 

Hales, Thos, New Brompton, Kent, Grocer. Decl. Comp. Reg Dec 21° 

Hargrove, Saml ey Handsworth, Stafford, Comm Agent. Dec2le 
Comp. Reg Dec 

Hart, John, Bond- -ct ihshe se, Walbrook, Cigar Manniacturer. Nov 25. 

Comp. Reg Dec 22 

Hartill, John Hy, Great Bridge, Stafford, Miller. 

Dec 22. 

Harvev, Wm Bull, Queen’s-rd, Battersea, Granite Merchant. 

Comp. Reg Dec 22. 

Heal, John, Bristol, Builder. Nov 25. Comp. Reg Dec 21. 

Henley, Thos, Chichester, Sussex, Fellmonger. Nov 22. Asst. Reg 
Dee 23. 

Henry, Wm, Lpool. Merchant. Dec 23. Asst. Reg Dee 24. 

Hilditch, Jobn, Farnham, surrey, Grocer. Nov 29. Asst. Reg 

992 

Holton, sm St Benet’s-pl], Gracechurch-st, Wine Merchant. Dee 14, 
Asst. Reg Dec 23. 

Heoper. — Bury-st, St Mary Axe, Leather Factor. Dec7. Asst. 
Reg Dec 24 

Howard, W m, Shaftesbury-st, Hoxton, Fancy Box Maker. Nov 27. 
Comp. Reg Dec 20. 

Huck, John, & Martin Bownass, Blackburn, Lancashire, Cotton Manufac- 
turers. Nov 12. Asst. Reg Dec 23. 

Israel, David, Manch, Comm Merchant. 

Jones, Geo, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Draper. 

23 


Dec 3. Comp. Reg 
Dec 1. 


Dec 21. Comp. Reg Dec 22. 

Dec 21. Comp. Reg 
ec 23. 

Jones, Myddleton, Pensax, Woreester, out of business. Dec 14. Comp. 
Reg Dec 21. 

Liskin, Geo, Dover, Kent, Fancy Dealer. Dee 10. 
Dec 24. 

Lewis, John Morgan, Grenada-ter, Commercial-rd East, Hosier. 
Comp. Reg Dec 24. 

Lyon, Jas Simon, Southampton-row, Upholsterer. Decl. Comp. Reg 
Dec 23. 

Mackerel, Philip Wilding, & Hy Brindle, Ley ‘land, Lancashire, Cotton 
Manufacturers. Decl. Asst. Reg Dee 23, 

Martins, John, Caledonian-rd, Islington, Butcher, Nov 25. 
Rey Dee 23. 

Mason, Richd, Plymouth, Devon, Upholsterer. 
Dec 21. 


Comp. Reg 
Dec 9. 


Comp. 


Novis. Comp. Reg 


McCatfery, Bernard, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Boot Maker. Dec It, 
Comp. Reg Dee 22. ‘ . , - 
McConnell, John, West Leigh, Lancashire, Calico Printer. Nov 25. 


Asst. Reg Dee 23. 
Menetrey, Charles, Millwall, Chemist. Dee 13. Comp. Reg Dee 23. 
Dee 13. Comp. Reg Dee 23. 
Moy, Jonathan, Sharrington, Norfolk, Farmer. Dee 14. Aast. Reg 

Dec $2. 

Maneey, Thos, Priory-park-rd, Kilburn, 

Reg Dec 23. 

Munizer, Robt, Orchard-pl, Ingrave-rd, Battersea, Provision Dealer. 

Dec 13. Comp. Reg Dee 20 
Neale, Thos Rhodes, Lpoo!, Commission Merchant. Nov 30. Asst, Reg 

Dee 22. 

New — Thos, Coventry, Watch Maunfacturer. 

Dee 
Pairpoiat, Wm Hy, jun, Green-st, Leicester-sq, Water Gilder. 

Inspectorship. Reg Dee 22. 

Palmer, Benj Arthy, Leicester, Hatter. Nov 30. Comp. Reg Dec 32. 
Palmer, Wm Court, Hanover-ter, Lower Park-rd, Peckham, Licensed 

Victualler. Dee 7. Asst. Reg Dee 22. 

Parks, Wm, Eastbourne, Sussex, Basket Maker. Nov 26. 

Dee 21. 

Pashby, hi m Joseph, Birm, Bedstead Manufacturer, Deel. Asst. Reg 


Surveyor, Nov 29. Comp, 


Dec 14. Comp. Reg 
Dee 2. 


Comp. Reg 


Dee 2 
Pes ae 4 Carnarvon, Provision Dealer. Dee 21. Comp. Reg 


Dee 2 . 
Pim, = Dublin, Jas Pim, jun, Dadlin, Wm Harvey Pim, jun, Lead- 
enhall-st, London, and Arthur Pim, Liverpool, Merchants. Dee 2. 
Inspectorship, Reg Dee 23, e . re ‘ 
Platt, John, Walsall, Staffordshire, Beerhouse Keeper. Nov 29. Comp. 
Reg Dee 21, 
Platt, Joseph, Nether Knutsford, Cheshire, Boot Maker, Deo 4. Asst. 
Reg « 23. . 
Porter, John, Slaughterford, Wits, Common Brewer, Dee 10. At 
Key Dee 2 22. 

Powles, Frances Eliaa, Fieet-st, Hosier, Dee t. Comp. Reg Deo 2. 
Railt, Chas Jas ee, Aiverstoke, Southampton, Grocer, Dee 4. 
Aaat, Reg Deo 2 5 
Ravenscroft, Leake, ——— Coppenhall, Cheshire, Shopkeeper. Net 

27. Comp. Reg Dee 2 
Reafern, Kdmund, Macel enti! ad, Choshire, out of Dasiness, Deo 9, 





Fyre, Geo, Codnor, Derby, Builder, Doo 14. Comp, Keg Deo 23. 





Comp. Reg Dee 2 
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Reeves. Benj, Liverpool-rd, apestens Ironmonger. Dee 21. one: ] Copeman, Wm, Senwteh, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 23. One. me = 
Reg Dec 21. 2 a 
Relf, Sem! Barlow, Eldon-ter, Maud-grove, Brompton, out of business. ae GB Thos, Carlisle, Whitesmith. Dec 9. Comp. Reg I 
Dec 3. Comp. Reg Dec 22. | Wi 
testall, Robt Geo, Marylebone-rd, Builder. Nov 11. Comp. Reg , cushn Fredk John, Ipswich, Suffulk, Hosier. Dec 3. Comp. Reg I 
Dec 21 ' Dee 27. We 
Ripley, E ‘liz, Wakefield, Yorkshire, Provision Dealer. Nov 27. Asst. | Deakin, Wm, West Bromwich, Staffordshire, Patent Punched Steel Wi 
Reg Dec 22. Tube Mannfacturer. Dec 16. Inspectorship. Reg Dec 28. 
Robertson, John, Manch, Furnishing Ironmonger. Nov 30. Comp. | Dewing, Wm Edwd, jun, Banbury-terrace, South Hackney, Merchant’s Ww 
Reg Dec 22. ' Clerk. Dee 22. Asst. Reg ec 24. ’ 
Robinson, John, New Brighton, Cheshire, Ship Builder. Nov 30. , Dickson, John Hammond, Hartlepool, Durham, Fruit Dealer. Dee 14, W 
Asst. Peg Dec 24. ' Comp. Reg Dec 24, Ww 
Rochat, Jules, Piccadilly, Watch Manufacturer. Nov 30. Comp. Reg | Eecles, Reuben, Stockport, Cheshire, Mason, Dec 14. Asst. Reg 
Dec 23. | Dee 27. w 
Rogers, Joseph, Millington, Cheshire, Baker. Dec 5. Comp, Reg , Edwards, Chas Gideon, Plymouth, Devon, Gunsmith. Dec 18. Comp, 
bec 22. | _ Reg Dec 2 W 
Rose, Hy, New-rd, Whitechapel, Grocer. Nov 25. Comp. Reg | Ellis, David, " Sunderland, Durham, Draper. Dec 16. Comp. Reg 
ec 30. Dec 27. 
tuddle. Wm, Pentrefoelas, Denbigh, Hotel Keeper. Nov 15. Asst. | Fullwood, Edwd, Old Bilton, Warwick, Cement Merchant. Dec 18. 
Reg Dec 23. | Comp. Reg Dec 24. ; ‘ 
Sanders. John Hotley, Brittania-pl, Wandsworth-rd, Cheesemonger. , Gibbs, Jas, Market-pl, Hallsville-rd, North Woolwich-rd, Grocer. Dee 
Dec 21. Comp. Reg Dec 22. _6 Comp. Keg Dec 24. ; ee 
Scragg, Joseph, Ashtoa-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Doubler. Nov 30. | Gregory, en High Holborn, Printer. Dec 14. Asst, A 
Asst. Reg Dec 22. | _ Reg Dec 2 
Shaw, Jas, Knowl, Yorkshire, Woollen Manufacturer. Dec 17. Comp. | Gutteridge, v m Lodge, Holmfirth, Yorkshire, Confectioner. Dec 10, 
Reg Dec 24. | Asst. Reg Dec 2 Q B 
Smith, Pred . Bradford, Yorkshire, Boot Maker. Dee 7. Comp. Reg | Hague, Chas, & Stephen Sheldon, Manch, Yarn Comm Agents. Dec 
De F / 17. Comp. Reg Dec 24. p 
20, Brick-lane, Spitalfields, Grocer. Nov 11. Asst. Reg | Hawkins, Thos, Newport, Monmouth, Blacksmith. Dec 22. Comp. Reg 
ee Tes . F | Dee 24. R 
b, Gt Yarmouth, Shoemaker. Nov 30. Comp. Reg Dec 23. | Herbert, Robert, Chester-le-Street, Durham, Boot Maker, Dec 23. 
os, Poultry, Foreign Banker. Nov 9. Asst. Reg Dec 24. | _Comp. Reg Dec 24. ; : care iat, de I 
Essex-r@, Islington, Potato Salesman. Nov 30. Comp. | Holloway, Dorothy, Chichester-villas, Elgin-crescent, Notting-hill, out 
' | of business. Dec 23. Comp. Reg Dec 27. z 
Holbrook, Suffolk, Farmer. Dee 14. Asst. Reg Dec 24. ; Hope, Chas, Fordingbridge, Hants, Draper. Sept 3. Asst. Reg 
Sto an, Hugh Edwd, Peel-p!, Church-st, Kensington, Smith. Nov 18. Dec 24. I 
cone. Reg Dec Yh bit Seakccuamaty ore F —- Chas, Downhamerd, Comm Agent. Dec 20. Comp. Reg 
> nae ienottn + le : _— om ig Jec 22. T 
"a tae een Railway Waggon Manu | Ive, David, Bingley, Yorkshire, Draper. Nov 30. Comp. Reg 
Resa Se : leg - “oa : Dec 24. 
Thomas, David, Merton. St ,» Draper. Dec 9. Asst. Reg Dec 22. : oe ate é } k ‘ 
eae r oe, Lpoo ig pte Victualler. Nov 24. Assz. ' Leg Dec | — ee Wigan, Lancashire, Bootmaker. Dec 14, Comp. Reg | 
. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler. Dec 6. Comp. Knight, — Hy, Worthing, Sussex. Bookseller. Dec8. Comp. Rag 


| Dec 2 
Eoaeal ine-terrace, New Wandsworth, Draper. Nov25. Asst. Koja, Wim, Chalk Farm-rd, Camden-town, Builder. Nov 29. Comp. 
‘Beg Dec 21. | gros eer ‘ . Ee 3 
ae . : i Knights, Jas Watling, Woodbridge,Suffolk, Auctioneer, Dee 11, Comp. 

i Wm Albert, & Jas Waddington, Guiseley, Yorkshire, | — Se 98. ss beanie P 
ctarers. Novy 30. Comp. Reg Dec 23. sley, Fredk Wm, Northampton, Tailor. Dec 1. Asst. Re 
: yh Wearing, & Geo Wearing, Wednesbury, Stafford- — is 7 ines 8 
Founders. Nov 19. Asst. Reg Dec 21. Leon, Mauri’z, Lpool, Ship Chandler. Nov 30, Asst. Reg Dec 24. 

y, & Hy Howe, Manch, Yarn Dyers. Dec3. Asst. Mann, Joseph, Halifax, Yorkshire, Grocer. Dec 17. Comp. Rez 

Dec 24. 
McKay, Duncan. Manch, Draper. Decl7. Asst. Reg Dec 28. 
Mellor, John. Manch, Timber Merchant. Dec il. Comp. Reg Dec 24, 
Messenger, Benj, Mold Green, Huddersfield, Grocer. Nov 26. Asst. 
a Se a —— Reg Dec 27. ; 
Stationer. Nov 29. Comp, Reg  wfoses, Michael, North Shields, Northumberland, Travelling Jeweller. 
Dec 24. Comp. Reg Dec 27. 

O'dham, Geo, Macelesfield, Cheshire, Innkeeper. Dec 24. Comp. Reg 
iad = ‘a Dec 27. 
nafactarer. NOV purely, Wm, Honey-lane-market, Cheapside, Baker. Dec 14. Comp. 
Reg Dec 24. 






























{ Cecil, High-st, St John’s-wood, Hosier. Dec 21. Comp. 


Lavender-grove, Dalston, Commercia! Traveller. Dec 
Reg Dec 22. 
Stockton, Durl 


















ed, & Walter Winte rb Mor Hizh-st, Camden-town, 
men. Nov 23. - Reg Dec 

ove, nchnapea, to ot Ma 
9 













ins ee, Redboarne, Hertfordshire, Farmer. Nov 











ec 21. Se ais | Parkins, Thos, Southwark-bridge-rd, Stationer. Nov 27. Comp. Reg 
b Dec 24, 
TugspayY, Dec. 28, 1509. oe Hy, Chatham, Kent, Dealer in Toys. Dec 6. Asst. Reg 
De 
{ 





Hoigson, Haddersfield, Grocer. Nov 26. Asst. Reg 


Phillips, Nathan, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorganshire, Jeweller, Dec 23. 








. . - Comp. Reg Dec 27. 
n Bea rdar amorgansh to 3 5 ; : sesh ett , r 2 
J may Aberdare, Glamorganshire, Groce Nov 18 Pink, Wm, & Wm Sabine Piuk, Fareham,‘ Hants, Coach Builders. Dec 
aps y ley wg 4 
x4 Singleton, Ipswich, Soffolk, Grocer. Dec 23. Comp. 8. Comp. Bex Dec 24. 


Porter, Geo, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch, Warehouseman. Dec 15. 
Comp. Reg Dee 24. 

Potter, Valentine David, Edward-sq, Caledonian-rd, Islington, Contrac- 
tor. Deci7. Comp. Reg 24. 

Price, David, Dowlais, Glamorganshire, Publican, Dec 3. Comp. Reg 
Dec 24. 

Pringle, Adam, jun, Manch, Merchant. Dec 15. Comp. Reg Dec 24. 

Reynolds, Wm, Sheffield, Builder, Nov9, Asst. Reg Dec 24. 

liice, Joseph, Oxford-st, Shoe Factor. Dees’, Comp, Reg Dec 27. 

Koberts, Jas, Northampton, Tailor. Deoi7, Asst. Reg Doc 24. 


Southsea, Hampshire, Grocer. Dec 21. Comp. Reg 






Wribbenhall, Worcestershire, Farmer. Nov 27. Asst. 






rathers, Lywwl, Medical Attendant. Decli. Comp. Reg 





John, Chas Hy Pani Rawlings, & Criah Green, Kingston, | 
| maber Merchants. Oct 2%. Ast. Reg Dec 24. 
Blew, Geo Foréham, Stu 












(e- lane, Vicet-st, Leather Dealer. Dec7, Asst, | 











» . Robinson, Wm Lawson, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Grocer. Dec 20. 
‘ Reg Dee one . } leg Dec 24, 
Bollard, Chas, Weldon, Northamptonshire, Innkeeper. Nov 22. Asst. | Saunders, Thos, Canterbury, Draper. Dec 14, Asst. Reg Dec 27. 
keg Lee dd os f | Behofield, Jas, Blue Pits, nr Middleton, Lancashire, Travelling Draper, 
Lowling, Wim. Mortiake, Surrey, Bailéer. Nov 27. Comp. Keg | Dec}, Axst, Reg Dec 24. 
Dee 23 


Seville, Stephen, Mottram Moor, Cheshire, Innkeeper. Dec 15, Comp. 

j Reg Lec 27. 

Seymour, Thos Hearne, Thame, Oxford, out of business, Dee 22. Comp. 
Keg Dee 27 

Sharples, Hy, Manch, Jeweller. Dee 18. Comp. Reg Lee 27. 

Siggine, Hy David, Kast-st, Goldsmith-row, Hackney-1d, Sioe Manu- 
facturer. Dec 3. Comp. Keg Dec 24, 

Smith, tAwd, Preston, Lancashire, Corn Merchant. Dev 2. Asst. Reg 
Dec 24, 






Bowthorye, Win, Norwieh, Boot Mannfactorer. Dec 22. Comp. Keg 








24 
Erain, Hy. Sristol, Ship Owner. Dec 14. Comp. Reg Dee 27. 
brokiccoret, Wm, balwell, Neottinghamenire, Licensed Victualler, 
tect. Comp. Keg Dee 77. 
brook, Sar), Lees, Grocer. bee &. Aset. Reg Dec 27, 
iromees, Jonna Hy, Stefieid, Confectioner. Dec 19. Asst. Keg 
Lec 26 





















oy itt, Hartieyool, Durham, Grocer. Dec 17, Comp. Weg | smith, Alfred, Tottenham, Baker. Deol, Comp, Reg Dec 23. 

pot 714 | Byencer, Sami Woolley, King-st, Finsbury-sq, Milliner. Dee ¥. Comp, 

Burce, das, Sy-chport, Cheshire, Smallware Dealer. Dect. Asst. Reg Then Doc 4 mee om 7m") I 
bet 7 Sieel, Smith David, Keighley, Yorkshire, Worsted Spinner, Dee 14. 

Chabweh, Lawin, Woolvwich-+4, Onarivum, Kent, Grocer. Dee 21. Comp. | Awet, Meg Dee 27 





Keg ‘we 74 
Chik, Sypvtimos. brighton, Gosex. Nov 4). Comp. Keg Dec 27. 
Onint, tam., trattord-moxr. (orsdnire, Tailor, Dec il, Comp. Reg 






Thomas, Thos, Vinsbury-pk-villas, Green-lanes, Stoke Newington, 
Waiider. Dee 24, Comp, Keg Deo 27, 
‘Tarver, Thos Sharp, 8t. Lawrence, Kent, Baker. Dec 23, Comp. Keg 









imt 7 Dee 17 
Coren, Alst-uam, Vorere zt, Cater-st, Houndediteh, Dealer in | Vaughan, Geo Join, Central-st, 8t Lukes, Corn Chandler, Nov 21. 
Haas. Movte Comy ke 4 Dec % Comp. Neg Dee 2% 






Ot, b30, kerry tats, Yar btaire, Soreryman, beet, Comp. Keg | Vemon, Ulyne, Nanover-st, Long Acre,Wine Merchant, Dec 17, Comp. 
bee 71 Neg Vee 24 








Steel 


1ant’s 


¢ 14, 
Reg 
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Comp. oe aes 27. 


Wace, Geo, aoe n, Cornwall, Grocer. Dec 1. 
Comp. Reg 


Ware, Geo, Cuthbert-st, Paddington, Oilman. Dee 7 
Dee 27. 

Wast ridge, Jobn, Sheffield, Decrhouse Keeper. 
Dec 27. 

Webster, Wm Hy, Shefiield, Grocer. 


Dec 21, Comp. Reg 


Dee 21. Comp. Keg Dee 27. 


Wildy. a bridge-ter, Harrow-rd, Paddington. Dec 13. Comp. 
Reg Dec 2 

Willisms, ee Lupus-st, Pimlico, Draper. Dec 2. Comp. Reg 
Dec 27 


Wiilis, Edwd, Penton-st, Stationer. Dec 18. Comp. Reg Dec 27. 

Wilson, Joseph, Spennymoor, Durham, Grocer. Dec 16. Comp, Reg 
Dec 24. 

Winchester, Wm, 
Asst. Reg Dec 27. 

Wright, Sam] Harry. Fast Greenwich, Master in the Merchant Service. 
Nov 29. Comp. Rez Dec 27, 


Hurstmonceatx, Sussex, Wheelwright. Nov 29. 


Pankrupls 
Fripay, Dec. 24, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 
Horatio, & Potiphar Alderton, Crystal-ter, Lavender-hill, 


Alderton, : 
Pet Dec 21. JanSat2. Bick- 


Wandsworth-rd, Clapham, Grocers. 
ley, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 

Baird, Chas Bradford, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Jan 10 atl. Rigby, Gresham st. 

Barber, Edwd Fredk, Cloudeslev-rd, Islington, Bicycle Rider. Pet 
Dec 17. Pepys. Jan 6 at 2. Washington, Trinity-sq. 

Barclay, Wm, Princess-rd, West Croydon, out of business. 
Jan Sat 2. Froggatt, Argyle-st, Regent-st. 

Batey, Geo Langridge, Grocken- hill, Journeyman Smith, 
Jav 12 at 1. Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Bellis, Edwd, Blomfield-mews, Harrow-rd, Carman, Pet Dec 20. Jan 
5 at it Chalk, Moorgate-st. 

Belton, Wm, Leytonstone, Essex. out of business. 
atl. Woolf, King-st, Cheapside. 

Bennett, John, Oriental-st, East India-rd, Poplar, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Dec 22. Jan5at2. Murray & Hutchins, Birchin-lane. 

Berry, Hy, Kingston-on- Thames, Surrey, Slater. Pet Dec 22. 
Jan 13 at 2. Dobson, Coleman-st. 

Bickmore, Wm, Devonshire- ter, Notting-hill, 
Jun 5 at 12. Lamb, Bedtord-row. 

Blackham, Rubt, Mare-st, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer. 
Jan Sat tl. Heathtield, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Brewster, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 17 (for pau). 
Brougham. Jan l2atl. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Briggs, Ferdinando Martin, Crantield-rd, New Cross, out of business. 
Pet Dee 20. Jan l7at 12, Piesse, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Brocks, Edwd, Princes-rd, * Notting-hill, Cattle Dealer. 
Jan 10 at 12, Cox, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Bouchette, Hy Joseph Kirby, Horseferry-rd, Westminster, Jeweller. 
Pet Dec 22. Jan 10 atl2. Wade, Clifford’s-inn. 

Broqnet, Adrian, Torrington-sq, Bloomsbury, Watch Manufacturer. 
Pet Dee 22. Pepys. Jan 1l0at12. Bushby & Co., Oxford-st, Re- 
gent’s-cireus. 

Burion, Geo Richd, Willis-st South, Bromley, Chandler’s-snop 
Keeper. Pet Dee 22. Jan iO at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Bushell, Joseph, Liverpool-rd, Islington, out of business. Pet Dee 22. 

Jan 10 at tl, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 


Pet Dec 21 (for pau). 


Pet Dec 21. 
Pet Dec 20. 


Pet Dec 22. Jan 10 


Pepys. 


Builder. Pet Dee 18. 
Pet Dec 21. 


Pet Dec 22. 


Carly, Edmund, New Church-rd, Camberwell, out of business. Pet 
Dec 22. Jan t7 atl. Piesse, Old Jewry-chambers 
Carpendale, Wilhelmina Fredericka, Gt  Cuastle-st, Cavendish-sq 


Governess. Pet Dec 20. Pepys. Jan 13 at ll. Singleton & Co» 
Gt James-st. 
Cawiery, Joseph, jun, Porten-rd, Hammersmith, 


Jan 5 at 2. Butterfield, Carey-lane, City. 


, 
Snilder, Pet Dee 21. 


Cha; man, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 22 (for pau). Pepys. 
Jan 10 ut 1. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-telds. 
Chapple, Jas Painter, Lock ington-rd, Battersea, Pawnbroker’s Assis- 


tant. Pet Dec 22. Jan 10at 12. Morris, Grocer’s Hall-ct, Poultry. 


Cheshire, Joseph, Holloway- rd, out of business. Pet Dec 22. Jan 10 
at 12. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Guildhall. 
Clarke, Chas Hy, Paternoster-row, Publisher. Pet Dec 20. Pepys. 


Jan 13 at 12. Warrand, Bath-st, Newgate-st. 
Cole, Jas, jun, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, out of business. Pet Dee 21. Jan 


12 at 2. Badham, Queen-st, Cheapside. 
Corker, Julius, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dee 18 (for pan). 
Pepys, Jan 13 atti. Watson, Basinghall-st. 


Defries, Jonas, Pierpont-row, Islington, Assistant to a Clothier. Pet 
Dee 2). Jan t7Zatli. Cooke, Gresham-bldys, Guildhall. 

Dighy, Dan, Thistle-grove, Brompton, Comm Agent. Pet Dee 20. 
Jan 10 at2, Gray, Arundel-st, Strand, 

Doran, Geo, ten, St John's-wood-ter, out of business. 
V7 atl. Elilott, Vincent-sq, Westminster, 

Eddy, Robt Pollington, Dalby-st, Kentish-town, Builder, 
Pepys. Jan 7 atl. Collett, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Emery, Edwa Thos, Waltham Cross, Herts, Wood Dealer, 
Jan 10nt2. Eley, New Broad st. 

Evans, (iriffith Edmund, Carlton-rd, Tavistock-crescent, Westbourne- 
pk, Builder, Vet Dee 22, Pepys. Jan lOat ti, Cooper, Portman. 
st, Vortman-sq. 

Farrin, Jobn, West Walton, Norfolk, Farmer, 
Jan iSatly, Hensman & Co, College-hill, 
Fergusson, John, Walnut-tree-Walk, out of business, 
toatl. Eagleton & Co, Newgaterst, 
Ferriman, Geo, Abingdon, Berka, Grocer, 

Cooke, Gresham bidgs, Guildhall 

Field, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Doe 1). Jan 8 atl, 
Johnaon, High-ot, Marylebone, 

Galletily, Riehd, & Robe Win Wright, Charlesest, Goodgesst, Tottenham + 
etrd, Jewellers, Pet Deo 0, Jan atl, Parkes, Reautort bidga, 
Strand, 

Career, Hy, Prisoner 
is 

Awile ve Jae, Ridgway-ter, Choetwynd-rd, Kentish-town, Builder, Pee 
Deo dh. Jan dat hl. Watson, Bastnghall-st 


Pet Dec 22. Jan 
Pet Deo 15, 


Pet Dee 18, 


Pet Dec 20. Pepys, 
Pet Deo 20. Jan 


Pet Dee 22. Jan 10 at 12. 


for Debt, Reading. Adj Doe 18, Pepys. Jan 





| Pontecorboli, Fras, Swa.low: st, 





Hackworth, Edwd Gilbert, Norwich, Commercial Traveller. Pet Dec 
20. Jan 5 atl. Dovle & Edwards, Veru!am-b! dzs, Gray’s-inn, for 
Chittock, Norwieh. 

Hardeastle, Edmund, & Thos Hardcastle, 


College-lane, Homerton, 


Dyers. Pet Dec 22° Jan \7at Ll. Watson, BasInghall-st 
Harris, Joel, Kinygsland-rd, Kingsland, Dealer in Tools. Pet Dec 22. 
Pepys. Jan Il at ll. Roberts, Clement’s-inn, Strand. 


Harris, Wm_ Sam], Bramiey-rd, Latimer-rd, Notting-hill, Baker. Pet 
Dec 21. Jan 12at2. Turner, Wyntord- -rd, Islington. 

Holmes, Jas Bottomley. Raven-ter, Bridge-rd. West, Battersea, Builder 
Pet Dec 21. Jan 5att. Badham, Queen-st, Cheapside. 





Hubbard, Robt Todd, Prisoner fur D-bt, London. Pet Dec 15. Pepys 
Jan 10 atl. Loxley & Morley, Cheapside. 

Hutson. Hy, New-rd, Woolwich, Oat of business. Pet Dec is. Pepys 
Jan 7 ati. Norton, Gresham-bidgs. 

Kemp, Dan!, Askew Arms, Suepherd’s-bush, out of business. Pet Dee 
22. Pepys. Jan 10 at 12. Tippetts & Son, Gt St Thomas Apost.e. 

Killwick, Wm, Clerkenwell-close, Mattrass Manutacturer. Pet Dee 21. 


Pepys. Jan 13 atl, Jones, East Temple-ci 1ambers, Whitetriars. 

King, Caroline, William-st, Woolwich, Pastry Cock. Pet Dec 22. 
Jan 17 atl. "Buchanan, Basingha!]-st. 

King, John, Alma-st, New North-rd, Hoxton, Baker. Pet Dec 22. Jan 
17 at2. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney-wick. 

Lamb, Nathaniel, Prisoner for Debt, dun. Pet Dee 20 
Jan S5at 12. Laurence, Lineolu’s-inn-tields. 

Lamb, Wm, Stratford, Ess-x, Woolien Agent. Pet Dee 20. Jan I2at 
12. Rooks & Co, hing-st, Cheapside. 
Leach, John, Benjamin-st, Clerkenwell. 

Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Lockyer, Thos Wm, Monkwal!-st, Wholesale Manafacturer. et Dec 
22. Jan 17 at 2 Reed & Co. Gresnat u-st. 

Lyons, Abraham Joseph, New Kent-rd, oat of business. 
Jan l2 atl2. Sydney, Awerica-sq. 

Manwaring, Thos Strange, Courthill ter, Heather-green, Lewisham, 
Carpenter. Pet Dec 2!. Pepys. Jan 10 at i2, May & Sykes, 
Adelaide-pl, London-bridge. 

Mason, Alfred, New Compton-st, Belt Maker. Pet Dee 20. 
Jan (Sati2. New. Basinghali-st. 

Milton, Wm Harman Driver, North-ter, South-st, 
Livery Stabie Keeper. Pet Dec 22. Jan l0a 
Covent-garden. 

Mitton, Geo Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London, 
Pepys. Jan 7at2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 
Morgan, Morgan Wm, Spring-pl, Wandsworth-rd, out of business. Pet 

Dec :0. Jan 5atiz. Hicks, Francis-ter. Rack tick 
Morgan, Wm, Leffern-rd, New-rd. Harimersmith Pet Dee 
Pet Dee 21. 





(for pau). 


Pet Dec 21. Jan 12 at 2. 











Pet Dec 20. 


Pepys. 


Park-lane, Piccadilly, 
tii. Goatiey, Bow-st, 





Pet Dee 17 (for pau). 





21. Janiat2. Grayson, Neweastle-st, Strand. 

Owen, Hy Moore, Ni rfolk-st, Strand, o1 f 
Tepys. Jan 13 at2. Herbert, New-inn, Str 

Payne, Wm, New-rd, Woolwich, Hair Dresser. 
1. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Pedder, Geo Thos, Putuey, Builder. 
Mitre-ct, Temple. 

Pegden, Geo, St Catherine’ s-rd, Nottir 
i2ati. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-tieids. 

Phillips, Wm, Green’s-end, Woolwich, Baker. Tet Dee 22. 
1. Barton & Drew, Fore-st. 





Pet Dec 21. JanSat 


Pot Dec 20. Jan5ati2. Hare, 






Pes Dec 20. Jan 

Jan l7 at 

Piccadilly, out of business. Pet Dec20. 
Jan 5ati2. Dobie, Basin.nali-st. 

Portch, Wm Dani, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Jan 5 atl. Lawrence, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 
Reeve, Geo Wm, Highest, Shoreditch, Hosier. Pet Dee 23. Jan 5 at 

ll. Brighten, Bishopszate-st Without. 
Richardson, John Alex, Regent’s-sq jray's-inn-nd, Clers. 
Jan 10 atl. Drake, Basinghall- 





Pet Dec 20 (for pau). 








Pet Dee 1a 








Rossiter, Fred& Villiers, Beresford-sq, Woolwich, out of ba Pa 
Dec 2, Jan 19 at li. Steadman, London-wall 
Rudd, Sam], Lambeth-walk, Printe Pet Dee 21. Pepys. Jan 7 at 





12. Hicks, Francis-ter. Hackney-wick, 
Rudkin, Thos, St Thomas-st, Southwark, < 
Pepys. Jan 3 atli. Morley & Co, } 
Sanders, Eliza, Prisoner for Debt, Le 
Pepys, Jan 10 atl. Watson, Basinghall- 
Sarrington, Jeffery, Brigstock, No 
Jan 10 at ll. Wright & Co, Londoen-st, City, 


Dec 22 (for pau). 


keeper. Pet Dee 22, 


for Law, 














Searll, John Hy, Barking, Essex, Carpenter. ret Dee 2k. Jan 
Sarl. Warrand, Bith-st, Newgate-st. 

Scott, David, West Drayton, Middiesex, Coal Mercha Pet Dee 16. 
Jan 0 at li, Lewis, Wellington-st, strand 

Sendall, Hy, Nutfieid, Surrey, Butcher. Pet Dec Jan 4 atll. 
Dunean & Murton, Soathampton-st, Bloomsbdary ; Hart & Head, 


Reigate. 
Skeiton, Fredk Geo, Walton-on-the ui 
Pepys. Jan 6 at2. Kynaston & Cx 
Sopp, Chas, Chieveley, Berks, Baker. 
1. Durrant, Guildhall chambers 
Standley, Hy, Upton, By . Banker's Clerk, Pet Dec Is 
Vizard & Co, Lincolu’s-inn-tields ; Charsiey, S 
Stanley, Jas ‘Talbot, Brooke=st, Grosven 
ati. Putman, Guildhall-c 
, Leopold, Stratford, Rsvex, Mere 
Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-cham 
Strevens, Eaqmund, Prisoner for Debt, London 
Jan Sat ll. Keat & Co, Cannon-st. 
Survidge, Wm Hy, Gidson's-89, Istington, Prevision Merchant 
20. Pepys, Jan Wate. Chauntier & Oo, Grays >t 
Pet Dee 
mmaker, Pet 


Pet Dee 17. 
. Kix s-yard, Meorgate-st. 
Pet Vee 2). Peps. Jan as 








Jan 10 at2, 




















= 

Suton, Wm Geo, Clarke®-pi, Bishopagate.st, Ba hder . 
Jan 12 atl Blake & Snow, Collewe-hill, © =f 

Taylor, Randall John, New ¢ march st, Mary ion Wate 
Deo t7. Pepys, Jan Gatl. Brown, Rasinghatl~st, 

Thorpe, Thos, Prisoner for Dek, Reading. Adi Dee | 

Yodd, Wm, Upper Thames:-st, out of Dusiness, Per Dec 2 
Watl. Ding, Southwark-Bridge-nt 

Turner, Chas, Prisoner for Debs, London. Pet Dee 20 (for paw’. Depry, 

Pet Dec 22. 


s Jaa 





Jan Wat i, Watson, Basinghall-st 


Vallance, My Fletener, Craig*s-ct, Charing-cross, Solionver 
dan loathe Bab, 


Tohenhouse- yan 
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Waghorn, Thos, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Job Master. Pet Dec 6, Jan 
5 atl2. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury, for Cripps, Tunbridge Wells. 

Wainford, Geo, Epsom, Surrey, Pork Butcher. Pet Dec 20. Jan 5 at 
ll. Haynes, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Ware, Benj John, Copenhagen-st, Islington, Boot Salesman. Pet Dec 
2). Jan J0 at ll. Collett, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Whatley, Isaac, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 18 (for pan) 
Murray. Jan5at 12. Morris, Jermyn-st, St James. ! 

White, Wm, Charles-pl, Hertford-rd, Kingsland, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Dec 21, Jan iOatl. Murray, Gt St Helens. 

Whitehead, Fras, New Cross-rd. Deptford, Cheesemonger. Pet Dec 
20. Pepys. Jan 13at12. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney Wick. 

Whiteway, Robt, Appleford-rd, Westbourne-pk, House Decorator. Pet 
Dec 22. Jan 17 at 12. Cooke, Basinghall-st. 

Whomes, Hy, St Mary Cray, Kent, Publican, Pet Dec22. Pepys. Jan 
10 att. Alsop, Gt Marlborough-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Abbey, Wm Long, Hockering, Norfolk, Publican. Pet Dec 18. Cooper. 
East Dereham,Jan 5atil. Saunders, East Dereham. 
Adams, Richd Saml, Devonport, Professor of Music. Pet Dec 20. 
Pearce. East Stonehouse, Jan 5at1ll1. Edmonds & Son, Plymouth. 
Aird, Hy Ralph, Heaton Norris, Lancash:re,Comm Agent. Pet Dec 17, 
Coppock. Stockport, Jan 14 at 12. Law, Manch. 
Baggs, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Dec 13. Hulton. Salford, 
Jan 8 at 9.30. 
Bailey, Hy, East Orchard, Dorset, Shoemaker, Pet Dec 21. Burridge. 
Shaitesbury, Jan l3atil. Atkinson, Blandford. 
Ball, Eliz, Eccleston, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. Pet Dec 21. Ansdell. 
St Helen’s, Jan6atl. Tyrer, Prescot. 
Bentley, Hy, Malifax, Yorkshire, out of business. Pet Dec 21. Rankin, 
Halifax, Jan 14 4 10. Storey, Halifax. 
Beaman, Thos, Sheffield, Paper Hanger. Pet Dec 20. Wake. Shef- 
field, Jan !4 ati. Binney & Son, Sheffie'd. 
Beanland, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Lancashire. Adj Dec 16. Jackson. 
Rochdale, Jan6atll. Law, Manch. 
Bennett, John, Lower Broughton, Lancashire, out of business. Pet Dec 
22. Huiton. Salford, Jan § at 9.36. Hankinson, Manch. 
Blakeman, Joho, Northampton, Hatter Pet Dec21. Dennis. North- 
ampton,Jan 15 at 10, White, Northampton. 
Bicomfield, Jas, Lowestoft, Suffolk, out of business. 
Chater. Lowestoft, Jan5at12. Archer, Lowestoft. 
Browning, Geo, biaenavon, Monmouthshire, Grocer. 
Batt. Aberguvenny, Jan4atl1l. Lloyd, Pontypool. 
Burt, fredk Geo, Stoke Damere!i, Devonshire, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 
21. Pearce. East Stonehouse, Jan 5 at 11. Edmonds & Son, Ply- 
mouth. 
Calvert, Geo, Knaresborongh, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 20. 
Gi Knaresborough, Jan 12 at 10. Capes, Knaresborough. 
Il, Thos, Peterborongh, Northamptonshire, Farm Labourer. Pet 
s. Peterborough,Jan 8 atl. Deacon, Peterborough. 
ton-le-Steeple, Nottinghamshire, Cottager. Pet Dec 
2i. Newton. East Retford, Jan 8 at10, Marshall, East Retford, 
Crompt 3, Kersley, Lancashire, Shopkeeper. Pet Dec 20. Holden. 
Bolton, Jan 5 at Hall & Rutter, Bolton. 
Deakin, Wm, F ner for Debt, Mauch. Adj Dec 13. 


Pet Dec 18, 
Pet Dec 21. 





















Hulton. Sal- 


er for Debt, Manch. Adj Dec 13. Hulton. Sale 
rworth, Lincolnshire, out of business. Pet Dec 
yy, Jan 6at il. Walker, Alford. 
rough, Yorkshire, Labourer. Pet Dec 22, 
3-Tees, Jan 5 atil. Clemmet. jun., Stockton. 
ort, Salop, Saddier. Pet Dec 20. Liddle. New- 
Walker, Wellington. 
Tobacconist. Pet Dec <0. Guest. Birm, Jan7 at 
ch, Glamorganshire, Labourer. Pet Dec 21. 
atll. Rosser, Aberdare. 
Adj Dec 13. 


r Debt, Manch. Halton. Sal- 





30. 

garet, Lpool, Butcher. Pet Lee 20. Hime. Lpool, Jan 

blackhorst, Lpool. 

nbaum, Marks, Kingston-upon-Huil, Watch Dealer. Pet Dec 22. 
Phillips. Kingston-opon-Hull,Jan4at1l. Spurr, Hull. 

Greenwood,’ jas, Halifax, York, Baker. Pet Dec 22. Rankin. Hali- 
faz, Jan ii atid. Sutcliffe, Halifax. 

Grimbiey, Geo, Loughborough, Leicestershire, Buteber. Pet Dec 22. 
Brock. Loughborough, Jan l4atll. Deane, Loughborough. 

Haley, Join, Prisoner for Debt, Mapch. Adj Decl3. Hulton. Sal- 
ford, Jan $ at 9.20. 

Haleai!, Hy, St Helen’ 
Arsieil. 

faromor. 


3 at 11.30. 
Gree 









s, Lancashire, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet Dee 22. 

’s, Jan 7at il. Swift, St Heien’s. 

Kirton Fen, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Pet Dec 21, 

vn, Jan5ati0. York, Boston. 

Jhas, Southtown, Suffolk, Cowkeeper. Vet Dec 18. Cham- 

7 Gt Yarmouth, Jan6ati2. Preston, jun, Gt Yarmouth. 

Harries:, Kobt, Darlington, Durham, Brick!syer. Pet Dec 20, 
Bowes. arlington, Jan6atl0. Steavenson, Darlington. 

Hawort!, Geo, Lpool, Manager ty a Licensed Victualier. Pet Dee 21. 
Hime. Lpool, Janaati2. Nordon, Lpool. 

tr, Hy, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire, Tobacconist. Pet Dee 15, 
Gee. Chetenham, Jantatil. Marshall, Chelresham, 

Hobin, Arms, Mayfield, Sussex, Laker. Pet Dec 20. Alleyne. Ton- 
bridge Wells, Jan 19 at%. Stone, Tonbridge Welis. 

Hote, Cisas, Charchhille, Isle of Wight, Carpenter. Pet Dec 20. Blake. 

port,Jan4atil. Beckingsale, Newport. 

Mary Sophia, Prisoner for Debt, Manch 

; orte, Manes, 
14, Blackburn, icashire, out of business, Pet Dec 14, 
ihton. Biackbarn, Jan io ati. Seward, Blackburn. 
Hortiey, John, Nottingham, Con! Dealer. Pet Dec 21. 
Nettingliam, Veo at il.a). elk, Nottingham. 

Jortan, Wm, Rasholme, Manch, oat of busines, Adj Dec 21, Kay. 
Manes, Janis ato. btott & Lampoon, Manch. 

lhe, Ges, Worthing, taser, Erickiayer. Vet Dee 29, 















Adj Dec 13. Kay. 





Patchitt, 


Dennett, 





Jenkins, Lewis, Mynyddysllwyn, Monmouth, Tailor. Pet Dec 20, 
Edwards. Pontypool, Jan 13 at 11. Simons & Plews, Merthyr 
Tydfil. 

Sorte, John, Manch, Journeyman Baker. Pet Dec 20. Hulton. Sal. 
ford, Jan 8 at 9.30. Thompson, Manch. 

Johnson, Geo, Worksop, Nottinghamshire, Saddler. Pet Dec 20, 
Newton. Worksop, Jan15 at 12. Binney, Sheffield. 

Jones, John Hy, Bath, out of business. Pet Dec 18. Bath, Jan 11 at 
12. McCarthy, Bath. 

Kelly, Thos, Northampton, Chemist. Pet Dec 21. Dennis. North- 
ampton, Jan 15 at 10. White, Northampton. 

Kember, Chas, Ashcott, Somersetshire, out of business. Pet Dec 17, 
Lovibond. Bridgwater, Jan 5 at 10. Reed & Cook, Bridgwater 

Le Grice, Robt, Gt Ellingham, Norfolk, Baker. Pet Dec 22. Franck~- 
lin. Attleborough, Jan6at1l. Brooke, Attleborough. 

Little, Jas, Exeter. Boardirg-house Keeper. Pet Dec 21. Daw, 
Exeter, Jan 6at1l. Floud, Exeter. 

Lloyd, Wm, Harts-hill, Worcestershire, Iron-turner. Pet Dec 29. 
Harward. Stourbridge, Jan 10 at 10. Wall, Stourbridge. 

Marsh, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Dec 13. Kay. Manch, 
Jan 14 at 9.30. Ellithorne, Manch. 

Milligan, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Fish Curer. Pet Dec 21, 
Chamberlin. Gt Yarmouth, Jan 6 at 12. Preston, jun, Gt Yar- 
mouth. 

Mincher, Wm, Aston, nr Birm, out of business. Pet Dec 21. Guest. 
Birm, Jan7 at 10. James & Grittin, Birm. 

Osborne, Thos Joseph, Derby, Dealer in Elastic Webs. Pet Dec 17, 
Weller. Derby, Jan 12 at 12. Leech, Derby. 

Paull, Chas Anthony, Redruth, Cornwall, Saddler. 
Peter. Redruth, Jan8atll. Trevenal, Redruth. 
Payne, John, Birm, Labourer. Pet Dec ll. Weller. Derby, Jan 12 at 

12. Heath, Derby. 

Pearson, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Dec 13 (for pau). Cop- 
pick. ‘Stockport, Jan 14 at 12. 

Pike, Richd Joseph, Nottingham, Bookseller. Pet Dec 21. Patchitt, 
Nottingham, Feb 9 at 10.30. Belk, Nottingham. 


Pet Dec 20, 


Pinhorn, Wm, West Cowes, Isle of Wight, Stationer. Pet Dec 20, 
Blake. Newport. Jan4atll. Hooper, Newport. 
Pollock, Thos, Leeds, Comm Agent. AdjDec17. Marshall. Leeds, 


Jan 13 at 12. Yewdall, Leeds. 

Raffell, Anthony, Newhall, Derbyshire, Engine Driver. Pet Dec 22. 
Hubbersty. Burton-on-Trent, Jan 12 at 10. Drewry, Burtou-upon- 
Trent. 

Raw, Joseph, Whitby, York, Master Mariner. 
Durham, Jan4atll. Brignall, Durham. 

Reed, John Wm, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Butcher. Pet Dec 22. 
Wright. Seaham Harbour, Jan 7 at 4. Barker, Sunderland. 


Pet Dec 21. Greenweil. 


; Rhodes, John, Tathwell, Lincolnshire, Butcher. Pet Dec 18. Waite, 


Louth, Jan 4 at 11. Hyde, jun, Louth. 
Roe, Alfred, Lpool, Music Hall Proprietor. 

Lpool, Jan 5 at 3. Gray, Lpool. 
Rooks, Marshall, Manch, Farmer, 

at 9.30. Brandwood, Manch, 
Rose, Isaac, Prisoner for Debt, Derby. 

Jan 12 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 
Rosier, Geo, Lambourne, Berks, out of business, 

Hungerford, Jans at il, Cave, Newbury. 
Rowe, Benj. Burslem, Staffordshire, Plumber. Pet Dec 22. Challinor. 

Hanley, Jan 8 atll. ‘Tomkinsen, Burslem. 

Ryall, Albert, Smaliridge, Devon, Baker. Pet Dec 20. Bond. Ax- 
minster, Jan5atii, Hillman, Lyme Regis. 
Shaw, Alfred, Halifax, Wheelwright. Pet Dec 22. 

Jan 14 at 10. Storey, Halifax. 
Shaw, Hy, Halifax, Yorks, Coal Dealer. 
fax, Jan 14 at 10. Storey, Halifax. 
Shaw, Wm, Oldham, Lancashire, Cotton Waste Dealer. Pet Dec 17. 

Tweedale. Oldham, .Jan7 at12. Ellithorne, Manch. 
Simcocks, Wm Jonathan, Southampton, Cierk, Pet Dec 22, Thorn- 
dike, Southampton, Jan6 at 12, Deacon & Pearce, Southampton. 
Simmons, John, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottinghamshire, Bootmaker. 
Pet Dee 21. Newton. Newark, Jan5ati2, Ashley, Newark. 

Smith, Job, Conderton, Worcestershire, Blacksmith. Pet Dee 20. 
Brown. ‘Tewkesbury,Jan 5 at 11, Martin, Pershore. 

Smith, Job, Jun, Overbury, Worcestershire, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Dec 20. Brown. ‘Tewkesbury,Jan 5 at tl. Martin, Pershore. 

Smith, Sarah, Morley, York, Confectioner, Pet Dec 21. Nelson. 
Dewsbary, Jan6atl2. Puilan, Leeds. 

Sondes, David Hy, Ramsgate, Kent, Fish Dealer, Pet Dec 21. Snow. 
den. Ramsgate, Jan 10 atil. Bowling, Ramsgate. 

Sparrow, David, Hoxne, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet Dec 18, Chenery. Eye, 
Jan4at12. Moseley, Framlingham. 

Thompson, Wm, Winterton, Lincolnshire, Machine Maker. 

20. Brown. 

ford Briggs. 

Toole, John, Halifax, Yorks, Fisimonger, Pet Dec 20, Rankin; Hali- 

fax, Jan i4atl0. Leeming, Halifax. 

Vernon, Jas, Wortley, Leeds, Excavator. 

Leeds, Jan 13 at12. Billington, Leeds, 

Vosper, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Exeter. Adj Dec 14. Pearce. East 

Stonehouse, Jan 5 att. Sole & Gill, Devonport. 

Wilson, Joseph, Prisoner tor Debt, Manch. Adj Dec 13, Kay, Manch, 

Jan 14 at 9.30, Gardner, Manch. 

Wilson, Joseph, Carlisle, Grocer, 

10 atli, Wannop, Carlisle, 

Ward, Win Mons, Sunderland, out of business. Pet Dee 22. Etlia, Sun- 

deriand, Jan 10 at ii. Lawson, Sunderland, 

Wood, Thos, Middridge-grange Mill, Durbam, Miller. Pet Dee 20, 

Trotter. Bishop Auckland, Jan6atl0. Brignall, Darhain, 

vores, Swrah, Leominster, Herefordshire, Milliner. Pet Dee 2% 

tobinson. Leominster, Jan 12 atll. Andrews, Leominster. 


Pet Dec 22. Hime. 
Pet Dec 21, Kay. Manch, Jan 15 
Pet Dec 13. Weller. Darby, 


Pet Dec 21. Astley. 


Rankin. Halifax, 


Pet Dec 21. Rankin. Hali- 





Pet Dec 
Barton-upon-Humber, Jan 7 at ll, Hett & Co, Glam- 


Pet Dee 21, Marshall, 


Pet Dec 20, Halton. Carlisle, Jan 


Turapay, Dec, 24, 1469, 

To Surrender in London, 

Adams, Thos Fredk, York rd, Lambeth, Bath Proprietor. Tet Dee 20. 
Jan lO at 2. Wateon, Basinghall-st, 

Allen, Kdwd, Fast Derehaw, Norfolk, Tanner, Pot Dec 23, Jan 





Worthing, Jautatl. Urandreth, Bagh 





19 at 12, beritton, Southampton-bidgs; Saunders, East Deroham, 





















shit, 


> 20, 
eds, 


> 22, 
pon 


veil, 
22. 


site, 








Jan: 1, ved 


1, Wm Hy, Stone, Kent,no occupation. Pet Dec20. Pepys. Jan 
13.at 12. Elan, Walbrook. 
Bamford, John, "Bulwick, Northamptonshire, Farmer. Pet Dec 23. 


Jan 19 at 12. "Law, Stamford. 
parber, Hy Johns, Ann-st, Plumstead, Baker. Pet Dec 23. Jan 12 at 
Pet Dec 23 (for pau). 


11, Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

parford, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Brougham. Jan1!9at1. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

parnett, Jas, Leadenhall-st, Cheesemonger. Pet Dec 24. Jan 10 at 
2. Innes & Son, Leadenhall-st. 

Baylis, Thos Hutchinson, Upper Baker-st, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 21. 
Pepys) Jan l3atl. Bradley, Berners-st. 

Bennett, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 22 (for pau). 
Brougham. Jan 17 at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Betts, Richd Christian, Old North-st, Red Lion-sq, Barrister-at-Law, 
Pet Dec 23, Jan l0atl. Pope, Gt ” James- -st, Bedford-row. 

Birdsey, Fredk, Edward-st, Penton-p!, Walworth, Assistant to a Meat 
Salesman, Pet Dec 23. Jan 10 at 1. Clarke, Aylesbury. 

Beckmann, Ernest Christian, Buttesland- -st, Hoxton, Commercial 
Traveller. Pet Dec 23. Jan 19 at 11. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs, 
Basinghall-st. 

Bobby, Robt Honkin, Brentwood, Essex, Builder. Pet Dec 21. Jan 17 
at ll. Chandler, Bucklersbury. 

Brady, + Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Dec 20. Pepys. Jan 
IL at 

Brady, ai Stock Orchard-st, Caledonian-rd, out of business. Pet Dec 
24. Jan19 atl. Harper & Co, Rood-lane. 

Browning, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Dec 23 (for pau). 
Jan 12at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Castle, Robt, Stockwell-green, Blind Maker. Pet Dec 22. 

Jan 16 at 11. Brook, Abchurch-yard. 

Catchpool, Thos, Albert-ter, New Church-rd, Camberwell, Clerk. Pet 
Dec 23. Jan 17 at 2. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Chapman, Jabez, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 22. Roche. 
Jan 12 at 1). 

Cole, Jas, Portsea, Hants, Plumber. Pet Dec 23. Pepys. Jan 10 at 
12. Westall & Co, Leadenhall-st, for Champ, Portsea. 

Cook, Joseph, Amberley-mews, Warwick-rd, Paddington, Wheelwright. 
Pet Dec 31. Pepys. Jan 13 at 12. Williams, Alfred-pl, Bedford-sq 
Co per, John, Chadwell-st, Myddleton-sq, Teacher of Music. Pet Dec 

24, Pepys. Jan1ll at12. Newman, Bucklersbury. 

Cex, Geo, Hanover-st, Islington, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 24. Jan 
12at 12. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

Cuttler, Geo, Acton, Middlesex, Bricklayer. Pet Dec 24. Jan 12 at 12. 
Reed, Guildhall-chambers. 

Daws, Thos. Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 22 (for pau). 
Brougham. Jan 17 at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

leeley, Wm, Peckwater-st, Kentish-town, out of business. Pet Dec 23, 
Jan 19 at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn- fields. 

Denton, Wm, Cliff Hill, Gorleston, Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owner. Pet 
Dec 23. Jan 19 at 12. Cowdell & Co, Budge-row. 

Dickerson, Joseph, Upper North-st, Poplar, Wire Rope Maker. Pet Dec 
21, Jan 1i7atil. Plunkett, King-st, Cheapside. 

Durrant, Chas Thos Debenham, Oxf rd-st, Business Agent, Pet Dec 
23. Jan!0 at2. Parkes, Beaufort-bldgs, Strand. 

Evans, Robt Mendham, Charing-cross Hotel, Gent. Pet Dec 23. Pepys. 
Jan 10 at 2. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry 

Flint, Chas, Gt Marlow, Bucks, Renbretiorer: Pet Dec 24. Jan 19 at 2. 
Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Forde, Geo Thos, Wolvercot, Oxford, Farmer. Pet Dec 24, Pepys. 
Jan ll atl. Neate, Southampton-bidgs. 

Forward, Alfred, Princes-rd, Buckhurst-hill, out of business. Pet Dec 
21. Pepys. Jan l3at2. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs. 

Garner, Wm, Cotton-st, Limehouse, Mi!l Stone Maker. Pet Dec 24, 
Jan 19 at 2. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney-wick. 

Garrard, Hannah, Plumstead-common-rd, Grocer. Pet Dec 22, Pepys, 
Jan 10 at 12. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney-wick, 

George, Fredk, High-st, H % 
Tatil. Harcourt & Co, =. 

Gibbs, Edmd, Colch . Essex, li 
Jan 10 atl. White, Colchester. 

Gregory, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 23 (for pau). Jan 
12 atl. Watson, Businghall-st. 

Hand, Edwd, Elsted-st, Walworth, General Dealer. Pet Dec 23. Pepys, 
Jan il atiz. Rigby, Gresham-st. 

Hassam, Jas Hy, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Plumber. Pet Dec 24. Pepys. 
Jan 10 at 2. Elliott, Vincent-sq, Westminster. 

Heatley, Thos, jun, Wanstead, Essex, Carpenter. Pet Dec 23. Jan 19 
atll. Cooke, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Hewett, Robt, Bromley, Kent, out of business, Pct Dec 23, Jan 12 at 
12. Stoneham, Philpot-lane, 

Holden, John Hector, Eversholt-st, Camden-town, Tobacconist. Pet 
Dec 24, Jan 12 atl, Nind, Basinghall-st. 

Hoskins, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Dec 22 (for pau). Jan 
10 att. Steadman, London-wall, 

Howard, Alfred, Mile End-rd, Boot Maker. Pet Dec 24. Jan 19 at 2. 
Cooke, Gresham-bldys, Basinghall-st. 

Hoy, Sidney, Burlington-mews, Paddington, Carpenter. Pet Dec 24, 
vepys. Jan ll atl2. Padmore, Westminster-bridge-rd. 

Kellner, John, Eton, Bucks, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 22, Pepys. 
Jan 13 at2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Laars, Simon, St Leonard’s-ter, Maida hill, Draper. Pet Dec 14, Pepys. 
Jau ll ati, Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 

Lacey, Jabez, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dee 23 (for pau). 
Brougham, Jan 19 atl, Harrison, Basinghall-st, 

Larter, Fras, Prisoner for Debt, London, Ad) Dec 18. Jan 24 at 11. 

Le Keux, Edwa, Gloucoster-st, Bloomsbury, Cabinet Maker. Pet Doc 
24. Jan 12 atl. Marshall, Lincoln's-inn -telds, 

Lethbridge, Walter Buckler, King’s-rd, Chelsea, no occupation, Pot 
Dec zl, Pepys, Jan lOatt. Ford '& Co, Gray's-inn, 

Loat, Wm, Vale-pl, Hammersmith, out of business, Pet Deo 2!, Jan 
atl. Merriman & Co, Austin-friars. 

Long, Hy Sami, Leonard-ct, Finsbury, Coach Builder, Pet Dee 22. 
Pepys, Jan 10 at 12. Godfrey, Hatton-garden, 

Lowe, Fredk, Vrisouer for Debt, London, Pet Deo 20 (for pau), 
Brougham, Jan 12 at 2, Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-tlelds, 

Maidlow, Ernest Join, Fleet-rd, Hampstead, Builder, Pet Deo @. 

Jan i at 12. Greonhill, Gracochurch-st, 


Pepys. 


Pet Dec 22. Jan 





"s Assistant. Pet Dec 23. 
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Marzetti, Robt Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 23 (for pau). 
Brougham. Jan 19 ati. Warrand, Bath-st, Newgate-st. 

Masser, Fredk Rudd, Bond-ct, Walbrook, Comm Agent. Pet Dec 23. 
Jan 17 at 2. Moss, Winchester-house, Old Broad-st. 

Mealey, Thos, Penton-st, Clerkenwell, out of business. Pet Dec 23. 
Pepys. Jan 10at1. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Mickelburgh, Robt, Alfred-st, Victoria Docks, Baker. Pet Dec 23. 
Pepys. Jan 10 atl. Dod & Longstaffe, Bervers-st. 

Milbourne, John Thos, Belgrave-st, Commercial-rd, Tailor. Pet Dec 24. 
Pepys. Jan 11 at 1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Morris, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 23 (for pau). Jan 
12 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Nevitt, Thos, Blundell-st, Caledonian-rd, Wheelwright. Pet Dee 23. 
Jan 10at2. Butcher, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 

Newhouse, Hy Lewis Titus, Mark-lane,Comm Merchant. Pet Dec 24. 
Pepys. Jan ll atil. Grenep, Angel-ct, Bank. 

Pestell, Peter Balls, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 23 (for pau). 
Jan 12 at 12. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Piper, Caleb, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec 23 (for pau). Jan 12 
at ll. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Pittis, Geo, Wymering, Hants. Farm Bailiff. Pet Dec 23, Jan 10 atl, 
Westall & Roberts, Leadenhall-st, for Champ, Portsea. 

Platts, Fredk Thos, Fleet-st, Engraver. Pet Dee 23. Jan 10 at 2. 
Norton, Clifford’s-inn. 

Prince, Jas, Hounslow, Middx, General Dealer. Pet Dec 24. Jan 19 at 2. 
Pittman, Stamford-st. 

Quick, Richd, Gray’s-inn-rd, Tin Plate Worker. Pet Dec 24. Jan 12 
atl. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 

Randall, Wm Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 22. Roche. 
Jan 12 at ll. 

Roberts, Stephen, Shoreditch, Clothier, Pet Dec 17. Jan 10 at Il. 
Haigh, jun, King-st, Cheapside. 

Robertson, Wm Hy, Landport, Southampton, Draper. Pet Dec 23. 
Pepys. Jan 1l0atil. Westall & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Robinson, Jas, Azenby-sq, Lyndhurst-rd, Peckham, Commercial Clerk. 
Pet Dec zl. Pepys. Jani3at2. Laurence, Lincoln’ 3-inn-fields. 

Rosser, Saml Egan, Wealdstone Honse, Harrow Weald, Civil Engineer. 
Pet Dec 24. Pepys. Jan ilatll. Abrahams & Co, Old Jewry. 

Rundell, Wm Joseph, Pereira-pl, Shepherd’s-bush, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Pet Dec 23. Pepys. Jan 10at2. Wright, Gt Portland-st, Regent’s- 
circus, 

Sendall, Fredk, Redhill, Surrey, Butcher. Pet Dec 22. Jan 17 at 12. 
Duncan & Co, Southampton- st, Bloomsbury; Hart & Head, Reigate. 
Shirley, Joseph, Nelson-st, Wyndham-rd, Camberwell, General Dealer. 

Pet Dec 23, Jan 19 at 12. Rigby, Gresham-st. 
Sloper, Chas, Maiden-lane, Covent-garden, Working Cabinet Maker. 
Pet Dec23. Pepys. Jan 10ati. Breden, Union-st, Oli Broad-st. 
Smith, Geo, Stanhope-s , Hampstead-rd, out of business. Pet Dee 23. 
Pepys. Jan 10 at2. Pope, Gt James-st, Bedfortl-row. 

Smith, Wm, Manor-st, Clapham, Corn Dealer. Pet Dec 23. Jan 12 
atll. Bickley, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 

Soanes, Joseph, Blagrove-rd, Notting-hill, Builder. 
10 at}. Cooper, Portmar-st, Portman-sq. 

Spence, David, Walmer-crescent, Notting-hill, Hay Dealer. Pet Dec 24. 
Jan 19 at 2. Clarke,St Mary’s-sq, Paddington, 

Spill, Geo, Hampstead. cettages, Acton-green, Manager. Pet Dec 23. 
Jan 19 ati. Allen & Co, Old Jewry. 

Stein, Philipp, Three Colt-st, Old Ford, Baker. Pet Dec 24 Jan i2 
atl. Heathfield. Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Stoat, Wm, John-st, Marylebone-rd, Dairyman’s Assistant. Pet Dec 23. 
Pepys. Jan 10 at 2. ‘Holmes & Holmes, Finsbury-pl South. 

Summerford, Hy, jan, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet ‘Dec 21 (for paz). 
Pepys. Jan 10 atil. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Taylor, Thos Wm, Oxford-ter, Islington, Merchant's Clerk. Pet Dec 
z4. Jan 12 atl. Flux & Leadbitter, Leadenhall-st. 

Thorpe, Geo, Farringdon-st, Refreshment-house Keeper. Pet Dec 24. 
Pepys. Janllati. Chidley, Lombard-st. 

Thurlow, Jas, Meopham, Kent, Builder. Pet Dec 24. Jan 24 at ll. 
Boydell, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Thurgate, Christopher “Patterson, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj 
Dec (5. Pepys. Janllatll. 
Watt, Robt, Rodney-st, Pentonville, Assistant Relieving Officer. Pet 
c 23. Jan l9atil. Hicks, Francis-ter, Hackney Wics, 
Weitzel, Ebrhardt Anton, Lisson-grove North, Marylebone, Baker. Pet 
Dec 24. Jan 19at2. Wilding, Tichborne-st, E =rd. 

Whyatt, Hy, Dovercourt, Harwich, Essex, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 23. 
Pepys. Jan ll atl. Jones, Colchester. 

Wills, Hy, Clink-st, Bankside, Whartinger. Pet Dec 24. Pepys. Jan 
lLatil. Rigby, Gresham-st, 

Wood, Jas, jun, Crystal Palace-rd, East Dulwich, Comm Agent. Pet 
Dee "23. Jan 19 at 12. Buck! 7 » Bouverie-st. 

Yardley, Saml, Sidney-st, Mile E ind-rd, Barman. Pet Dec 23, Jan 10 
at2. Sootr, South-sq, Gray's-inn. 

Youngman, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Dec 23 (for pax). 
Pepys, Jan ll at 12. Farrington, Chancery-lane. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Adams, Richd, Manch, Beerseller. Pet Dec MM. Kay. 
at 9.30. Lawton, Manch. 

Addison, Edwa, Penrith, Cumberland, out of Business. 
Varty. Penrith, Jan 10 ac10. Cant & Fairer, Penrith. 

Alexander, Herman, Manch, Glass Dealer, Pet Dec 21, Kay. Maneh, 
Jan 15 at 9.30. Sampson, Manch. 

Badger, Walter Joho, Shettleld, Table-blade Forger. Pet Dee 24. 
Wake. Sheffeld, Jan idatl. Binney & Son, Sheteld. 

Beard, ‘Thos, Tunstall, Staffordshire, out of Dusiness, Pet Dec 2. 
Challinor. Hanley, Jan 25 at lt, Salt, Tunstall. 

Beddow, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj Dec 18 (for pau). 
Guest. Birm, Jan 7 at 10, 

Bennett, Wm, Bloxham, Oxfordshire, Farmer. Pet Dec. Fortescue. 
Banbury, Jan 10 at 12. Buller, Banbury. 

Birch, Richd, sea, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Dec 28. South- 
gate, Gravesend, Jan 10 atl 

Briggs, Sam), Bradtord, Yorkshire, Bedstead Dealer, Pet Dee 15. 
Bradford, Jan (iat 9 13, Rhodes, Bradford, 

Canter, Mary, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire, Barmaki, Pet Dec 33. 
Gale, Cheltenham, Jau 8 at Ul, 





Pet Dec 23. Jan 


Manch, Jan 15 
Pet Dee 2. 
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ue, Hamlet, Punen, Staffordshire, Journeyman a et ou Pet 
Decl8. Keary. Stoke-upon-Trent, Jan 8 at 11. 

Cohen, Nathaniel, St Anne’s, Lewes, Sussex, Tailor. 

Lewes, Jan 14 at 12. 

Corbett, John Hy, Stourbridge, Worcestershire, Bank Manager. 

Harward. Stourbridge, Jan 10 at 10. Clulow, Brierley- 

Davies, Jobn, Brighton, a, out of business. Pet Dec 24 (for pau). 

at 12. 

Daws, Wm Vinson, ade for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Dec 20. South- 
Gravesend, Jan 10 at Il. 

sat, John Richd, Coventry, Warwick, Machinist. 

y. Coventry, Jan 11 at 3. 

Dransfield, Wm. Halifax, Yorkshire, Contractor. 
Halifax, Jan 14at10. Leeming, Halifax. 

Dudley, John, Long Crendon, Bucks, Stationer. 

Thame, Jan 14 at ll. 


Pet Dec 23. Hollo- 


Evans, John, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Blacksmith. Pet Dec 24. 
Trotter. Bishop Auckland, Jan 13 at 10. "Thornton, Bishop Auck!and. 
Fetherstone, Wm, jun, Folkestone, Kent, Picture Frame Maker. 
Folkestone, Jan 11 at 3. Bradley, Folkestone. 
Ferd, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Dec 16 (for pau). 
Foster, Geo, Sheffield, Forger. 

Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Franklin, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. 
v. Bristol, Jan 14 at 12. 
Gamble, Wm, Leicester, Butcher. 


Pet Dec 17 (for pau). 


Gilbert, Michael Geo, Norwich, Whitesmith. Adj Dec 16 (for pau). 

Emerson & Sparrow. Norwich. 

Gorringe, Wm Alex (and not Torringe, as previously advertized), Shore- 
ham, Sussex, Comm Agent. i 


Norwich, Jan 13 at 11. 
Pet Dec 16, Evershed. 


Gregory, Jas, Sheffield, Warehouseman. 
Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Hall, Gilbert, Skerton, nr Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. 
Lancaster, Jan 7 at 10. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 
Hall, Sam!, Treherbert, Glamorganshire, Cabinet Maker. 
Aberdare, Jan Ilatl. Li 
Harrison, Thos, Prisoner fur Debt, Nottingham. 
ote we Feb 9 at 10.30. 
Wm, Everton, nr pool, Comm Agent. 





Henry, ‘oan. Portslade, Sasees, oer of business. 

Lewes, Jan 14 at 12. 

Hey. Edvwd, Rochdale, Lancashire, Factory Operative. 

Rochdale, Jan 32 at 10. 

Holmes, Challis, Clue, Lincolnshire, Fish Buyer. 
Gt Grimsby, Jan 7 at 11. i 

Hurren, John, Sutton, K 


Pet Dec 24 (for pan). 


Standring, Rochdale. 


Johnson, Jas, Caunton, Nottinghamshire, Grocer. 


Killard, Wm, Swindon, Wilts. Clerk. Pet Dec 22. Townsend. Swindon, 
Chesham, Buckinghamshire, 
Cheese, Amersham. 
c, St Anne's, Lewes, Sussex, out of business. 


John Wellington, Portslade, Sussex, Comm Agent. 


s. Brighton, Sussex, Merchant. Pet Dec 24 (for pau). 


leading, Jan 15at il. Dennis,Southampton-bldgs, Holborn. 

ison, W joan, Brampton, Derbyshire, 
Chestertie!d, Jan 11 at li. 
Marsh, Thos Vernon, , Derbyshire, Auctioneer. 
Chas Castle, Aldham, Essex, 


MeMiilan, Thos, Manch, Leerseiler. 


risoner for Debt, Maidstone. 





Morgan, Geo, Exeter, 


Marphy, John, Walsall, Staffordshire, Beerseller. 








, Richd Ado plus, St Ann’s, Lewes, Sussex, out of business. 


Peek, John, Po ring! and, } Norfolk, Carpenter. Adj Dec 16 (for pan) 
I Norwich, Jan 13 at il. 
Cetn Coity, Grecknockshire, Farm Labourer. 
Plews, Merthyr Tydfil. 
Francia Fitzwalter, 
ck Nottingham, Feb 9 at 10.30. Wilson, Nottingham, 
Redford, John, Lewes, Sussex, House Agent. Pet Dec 24 (for pan), 
in, Porth, Glamorgan, Tailor. 
Thomas, Poutypridd. 
4, John Levitt, Bishop Auckland, Darham, Beerhouse Keeper. 
' Bishop Auckland, Janu 13 at 10, 


Robiaswn, Win, Karausiey, Yorkshire, Painter. 
Barnsley, Jan 19 at 15. ey. 

nom ant, Win, Cardiff, nee, Publican. 

Sussex, out ot business, Vet Deo 24 (for pau). 


Sessions, katt, Westen, Vrisomer for Debt, Bristol, Vet Dec 16}(for pau), 





—_—_— 


Shepherd,Geo Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Fruiterer. Pet Dec 20. Ever. 
shed. Brighton, "Jan 7 at ll. Mardall, Brighton. 

Smith, Hy Russell Crawfurth, St Ann’s, Lewes, Sussex, out of business, 
Pet Dec 24 (for pan). Blaker. Lewes, Jan 14 at 12. 

Smith, Jas, Bristol, Cabinet Maker: Pet Dec 23. Harley. Bristol, Jan 
21 at12. Bowles 

Smith, Robt, Norwich, Baker. Adj Dec 16 (for pau). Palmer. Norwich, 
Jan 13 at 1! 

Smith, Wm, The Thorns, Brierley-hill, Staffordshire, Miner. Pet Dae 
24. Harward. Stourbridge.Jan 10 at 10. Clulow, Brierley-hiil. 

Spurway, Fredk Gould, Liskeard, Cornwall, Hatter. Pet Dec 22. Childs, 
Liskeard, Jan 8 at II. Hingston, Liskeard. 

Stevenson, Stephen Smith, Leeds, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet Dec 23, 
Welsby. Ormskirk, Jan 10 at 10. Parr, Ormskirk. 

Street, Jas, Bristol, Confectioner. Pet Dec 16 (for pau). Harley, 
Bristol, Jan 14 at 12. 

Sutton, Theophilus Edwd, Lpool, Chemist’s Assistant. Pet Dec 23, 
Hime. Lpool, Jan7 at 3. Barker, Lpool. 

Taverner, John Rowe, St Thomas, Devonshire, Butcher, Pet Dec 24, 
Daw. Exeter, Jan8atJl. Treherne, jun, Exeter. 

Torre, Sebastian, St Ann's, Lewes, Sussex, Comm Merchant. Pet Dec 
24 (for pan). Blaker. Lewes, Jan 14 at 12. 

Tunnicliffe, Geo, scarborough, Yorkshire, Plasterer. Pet Dec 15. 
Woodall. Scarborough, Jan 10 at 3. Williamson, Scarborough. 

Trulock, Thos, St Ann’s, Lewes, Sussex, Gent. Pet Dec 24 (for pau), 
Blaker. Lewes, Jan 14 at 12. 

Tylor, Chas Horatio, Dudiey, Worcester, out of business, Pet Dec 23. 
Walker. Dudley, Jan. !3at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

Vaughan, Richd, Leominster, Hereford, Cattle Dealer. Pet Dec 24. 

ter, Jan 12at12. Andrews, Leominster. 

Vincent, Tons, Bristol, Carpenter. Pet Dec 22. Harley. Bristol, Jan 
21 at 12. Thick. 

Waller, Isaiah, Norwich, Licensed Victualler. Adj Dec 16 (for pau). 
Palmer. Norwich, Jan 13 at 1 

Waring, Wm, Morley, Yorkshire, out of business. Pet Dec 23. Nelson, 
Dewsbury, Jan 13 at3. Scholes & Brearey, Dewsbury. 

Weaver, Jas, Gloucester, Plasterer. Pet Dec 21. Wilton. Glou- 
cester, Jan$ at 12. Cooke, Gloucester. 

Wetherly, Wm Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Dec 20. Calla- 
way. Canterbury, Jan 18 at 1). 

Wicks, David, Sheffield, Berks, Carpenter. Pet Dec 23. Collins, 
Reading, Jan 15 at 10. Smith, Reading. 

Whitaker, Fredk Adolphus, Pitshill, Staffordshire, Grocer. Pet Dec 
24. Challinor. Hanley, Jan 25 atll. Welch, Hanley. 

White, Thos, Whitstable, Kent, Painter. Pet Dec 14. Callaway. 
Canterbury, Jan 18 at1l. Fiint, Canterbury. 

Wieland, John Fredk, Bramber, Sussex, Insurance Agent. Pet Dec 24 
(for pau). Blaker. Lewes, Jan 14 at 12, 

Williams, John, Holton Farm, G!amorganshire, Farmer. Pet Dec 24. 
Langley. Cardiff, Jan 10 atil. Morgan, Cardiff. 

Wilson, Geo Campion, Nottingham, out of business. Pet Dec 24. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Feb 9 at 10.30. Heath, Nottingham. 

Wilson, John, Scarborough, Yorkshire, Joiner. Pet Dec 8. Woodall. 
Scarborough, Jan 3 at 3. Williamson, Scarborough. 

Wilson, Thos, Canterbury, Kent, Horse Dealer. Pet Dec 13. Callaway. 
Canterbury, Jan 18 at ll. De Lasaux, Canterbury. 

Wood, Albert, jun, Sheerness, Kent, Shipwright. Pet Dec 24. Wates. 
Sheerness, Jan 14 at 12.30. Wates, Sheerness, 

Woodhead, Eliz Ann, Forest-row, ur East Grinstead, Sussex, School- 
mistress. Pet Dec 23, Pearless. East Grinstead, Jan 13 at 11. 
Channell, Edgware-road, H\ de-park. 

Woodman, John Payne, Highbridge, Somerset, Cordwainer. Pet Dec 
23. Davies, Weston-super-Mare, Jan7 at ll. Hobbs, jun, Wells. 
Wyborn, John, Lower Walmer, Kent, out of business. Pet Dec 24 

Hall, Deal, Jan 10 at 11.30. Drew, Deal, 


In the Court of Bankruptcy for the Leeds District, 
Bailey, John, Silsden Moor, York, Labourer. Pet Dec 24. Due notice 
will be given of the first meeting of creditors. 





The undermentioned persons have been adjudged bankrupts in the 
District Court of Bankruptcy at Manchester :— 

Barber, Chas Worthington, Cotton Broker, Manchester. 

Beattie, Edwd, jun., Commission Agent, Manchester. 

Besley, Rchd ‘hos Wm, Advertising Contractor and Agent, Manch. 

Birchal, Jas, and Andrew Armstrong Jolinstone, Ironmongers, Manch. 

Bradshaw, Reuben, Grocer, Manchester. 

Brennand, Cable, and John Brennand, Calico Printers, Manchester. 

Briggs, Hy, and Thos Briggs, Cotton}{Manafacturers, Newchurch. 

Booth, John, Baker, Stockport. 

Clegg, Edwin, Joiner and Builder, Rochdale. 

Denton, Fras, Accountant, Manchester. 

Farnell, Sidney Hy, Draper, Warrington. 

Fogg, Elias, Day Waiter and Bottler of Wine, Manchester. 

Forster, Jas, Farmer, Werneth. 

Gillett, Geo Albert, Auctioneer, Bolton-le-Moors. 

Griffiths, Wm, and John Wolstenholme, Boiler Makers, Manchester. 

Hawkins, Thos, Joiner, Grocer, &c., Blackburn, 

Horafall, Wm, and John Horsfali, Cotton Dealers, Manchester. 

Howarth, Edmd, Builder, &c , Middleton. 

Kelly, Wm, Assistant Dentist, Manchester. 

Lester, Peter, Provision Dealer, Rochdale. 

Massey, John, Floor Cloth Manufacturer, Chorley, 

Rodocanachi, Demetrio K,, Merchant, Manchester, 

tyan, Hy Louis, Skirt and Bonnet Manufacturer, Manchester. 

Schofield, Kdind, Cotton Waste Dealer, Lees, near Oldham, 

Stansfield, Jas, Pit and Well Sinker, Ashton-under-Lyno. 

Walker, Wm, Beer Retailer, Harpurhey. 

Walon, John, out of business, Manchester, 

Wisernan, David, Porter and General Dealer, Manchester. 

Witherington, Jolin Thos, Fish Curer, &c., Blackburn, 

Wyatt, Thos, Contractor, Marple. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Futpay, Dec. 24, 169, 


Marchant, Thos, Kenton-lane, Harrow Weald, Middicsex, Licensed Vic - 
tualler, Lee 22, 
Walker, Geo, Beaufort-bidgs, Wine Merchant. Wee 25 








